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Abstract
Edward A. Pollard’s The Lost Cause first appeared in 1866. Although it established the Myth of
the Lost Cause, it was widely read, not as myth, but as history, especially in the South. Then,
after 1900, it was largely forgotten. However, starting in the early 1970s, historians began to
investigate the Myth of the Lost Cause as a myth. Pollard’s name and the title of his book finally
came up again, but usually just in passing. Except for occasionally getting credit for coining the
term “the Lost Cause,” his contributions and popularity remained largely ignored. The purpose
of this thesis is to enumerate the contributions that he made to the myth in terms of the causes of
the Civil War, the military history, and the rationalizations for how a supposedly superior society
could suffer a disastrous defeat. It will also establish the wide popularity and influence of
Pollard’s work.
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Chapter 1
Introduction
Research Question
Edward A. Pollard began working on his magnum opus, The Lost Cause: A New Southern
History of the War of the Confederates, in 1865; in December of that year, newspapers started to
run notices for subscriptions to the book as well as requests from the author for accounts of the
war from participants.1 When it appeared in the summer of 1866, it became the first history of
the Civil War written entirely after the war, as well as the first one written from the Confederate
viewpoint.2 (Horace Greeley’s The American Conflict: A History of the Great Rebellion in the
United States of America appeared soon after.) The historical question of this thesis is, “Why did
Edward A. Pollard’s The Lost Cause make such a large contribution to the Myth of the Lost
Cause?” I will argue that The Lost Cause is a historiographical landmark and it deserves that
status because it established most of the basic tenets of the Myth of the Lost Cause except the
Lee mythology or “Leeolatry.” To place this historical question in a meaningful context, a little
background on Pollard and the development of the Myth of the Lost Cause is necessary.
By 1866, Pollard was a known figure in both the North and the South. In addition to
contributing articles on a variety of subjects to numerous periodicals in both sections of the
country, in 1859 he published Black Diamonds, a racist personal account of southern culture.
During the war, he wrote several histories of contemporary events, some parts of which he later

1

Edward A. Pollard, The Lost Cause: A New Southern History of the War of the Confederates (New York: E.B.
Treat, 1866). New Orleans Times-Picayune, December 20, 1865, 2.
2
American Literary Gazette 7, no. 8 (August 15, 1866): 172.

incorporated into The Lost Cause; these books were readily available in the North. He had also
served as an associate editor of the Richmond Examiner until he left to run the blockade to get to
England. His stormy private life, including divorces and violent, physical confrontations with
personal or political enemies, was well known.3 With the combination of a popular if notorious
author and an extremely timely subject, the first edition of The Lost Cause sold upwards of
53,000 copies in the first year.4 As this investigation will show, any figure approaching 53,000
across the entire nation would have been very unusual. For a book published by one northern
house (E.B. Treat) and sold only by subscription through six other publishers primarily in the
South, that number is “a very respectable run.”5
Based on the sales figures, The Lost Cause was obviously well received by the southern
public. However, it was definitely not well received by the postwar southern leadership. The
trouble started in earnest with the enmity of D. H. Hill, the former Confederate general who
became the editor of the monthly journal the Land We Love. In addition to deprecating Pollard’s
complete lack of military experience, a somewhat legitimate criticism in a society where almost
all white males of military age had served, Hill seems to have been particularly incensed at
Pollard’s account of the infamous “lost order” and denied any culpability for it.6 Then, in 1870
Robert E. Lee died and a group of his admirers in Virginia decided to make him the central
figure of the war. Over the next three decades, this coterie basically took control of the
organizations that kept the memory of the Confederacy alive, and as a result, they controlled

Jack P. Maddex, The Reconstruction of Edward A. Pollard: A Rebel’s Conversion to Unionism (Chapel Hill: UNC
Press, 1974), 3-7.
4
Edward A. Pollard, The Lost Cause: A New Southern History of the War of the Confederates, 2nd Ed. (New York:
E.B. Treat, 1867), “Publisher’s Notice.” It was dated 1867, which meant no more than seventeen months after the
1st edition had appeared.
5
James Green, Librarian, Library Company of Philadelphia, email to Justin F. Krasnoff, May 14, 2019.
6
D.H. Hill, ”The Lost Dispatch,” Land We Love, February 1868, 273.
3
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exactly what that memory was going to be. Those organizations included veterans’ groups like
the United Confederate Veterans (UCV), literary endeavors like the Papers of the Southern
Historical Society, memorial associations like the Lee Monument Association, and eventually
organizations for Confederate women like the United Daughters of the Confederacy (UDC) or
for descendants of veterans such as the Sons of the Confederacy.
The coterie nurtured the Myth of the Lost Cause but, ironically, scorned Edward A.
Pollard, the man who had named it and done the most to create it. In fact, The Lost Cause was
mentioned as an important history in several 19th-century northern encyclopedias but failed to
make approved history lists published by either the UDC or the UCV.7 The ire of the Lee cult
stemmed from the fact that Pollard, like most of the first group of Confederate historians, had
written about Lee as just one of several great southern generals, had failed to elevate him above
all others, and had on occasion had the temerity to criticize him.8 In addition, starting from his
days on the Examiner until about 1870, just two years before his early death, Pollard had been a
merciless critic of Jefferson Davis, who was a hero in the South even if the coterie itself did not
always view him favorably.9 The complete failure of the Lee cult to give Pollard any credit had
two long-term, deleterious effects on Pollard’s place in history. First, the veterans’ and womens’
organizations to which the cult gave rise did not include him in their educational endeavors, such
as their reading lists, and he was eventually forgotten as the author who created the phrase “the
Lost Cause.” Second, within a decade-and-a-half of the last time that the book was reprinted in

7

S.D. Lee et al., Report of the United Confederate Veteran Historical Committee (New Orleans: Shumert and
Warfield, 1894), 11, is an early example of a list of “recommended” histories that excluded Pollard.
8
Thomas L. Connelly, The Marble Man: Robert E. Lee and His Image in American Society (Baton Rouge:
Louisiana State University Press, 1977), 58-61.
9
Connelly, Marble Man, 77. See also J. Cutler Andrews, “The Confederate Press and Public Morals,” Journal of
Southern History 32, no. 4 (November 1966): 454-55, for the hostility between the Richmond Examiner and the
Davis administration.
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1890, its contributions to the Lost Cause movement began to be forgotten, and it, too, became an
afterthought. The purpose of this thesis will be to identify and discuss those contributions.10
Historiography
What historians now recognize as the Myth of the Lost Cause had its roots in antebellum
southern culture and society and started to emerge more fully in the closing months of the Civil
War. However, to understand its power, one must realize that those who nurtured it and kept it
alive did not (and still do not) see it as a myth but as history. Moreover, starting as early as the
mid-1880s with the Century Illustrated Monthly Magazine series “Battles and Leaders,” the Lost
Cause began to become accepted as fact across the entire country.11 In the South, it provided an
explanation for why the Confederacy lost the most cataclysmic event in U.S. History. In the
North, acknowledging at least parts of it, like Pollard’s claim that the Battle of Gettysburg was
the turning point of the entire war, was a token of the northerners’ acceptance of their former
enemies back into a united postwar nation.12 Enumerating the several elements of the myth will
be part of this thesis, but the key to understanding its historiography is to remember that for the
reasons just mentioned, it was not seriously or extensively discussed as a myth until the last third
of the 20th century. The losers got to write the history and managed to have all but a handful of
people swallow it.
An early exception to the overwhelming failure to recognize the myth as a myth appeared
in an 1895 article published by the Massachusetts G.A.R. that referred to “the Lost Cause of

The work’s lack of recognition remains. David W. Blight, Race and Reunion: The Civil War in American
Memory (Cambridge: Belknap Press, 2001), 51; and Alan T. Nolan, “The Anatomy of a Myth,” The Myth of the Lost
Cause and Civil War History, ed. Gary W. Gallagher and Alan T. Nolan (Bloomington: University of Indiana Press,
2000), 13, both have the same incorrect date for the book’s publication, 1867.
11
Roland G. Osterweis, The Myth of the Lost Cause: 1865-1900 (Hamden, CT: Archon Press, 1970), 42-65.
12
See below, 79-82.
10
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Historical Truth.”13 Although he does not appear to have specifically branded it as a “myth,”
Frederick Douglass also challenged the notion of the Lost Cause and repeatedly used the phrase
in a sarcastic or degrading tone.14 In 1913, George R. Bruce not only praised Grant and
criticized Lee but had the temerity to refer to the coterie that promoted Lee’s historical
preeminence as a “cult.”15 In the late 1920s the British military historian J.F.C. Fuller cited
Bruce and continued this line of attack (Grant as the better general). Fuller actually referred to a
Pollard criticism of Lee, but he limited his investigation to the Grant-Lee controversy and did not
discuss anything else that Pollard had said about the Lost Cause mythology.16 It was also this
Grant-or-Lee issue that finally led to a frontal assault on the entire myth.
In 1969, Thomas L. Connelly, an iconoclastic professor at the University of South
Carolina, published an article questioning Robert E. Lee’s strategic abilities and stated that “no
single war figure stands in greater need of re-evaluation than Lee.”17 Re-evaluate he did. His
1977 The Marble Man recounts how the Virginia coterie not only cast him as the greatest general
of the war but also made him the central figure of the entire mythology: “The Lost Cause
argument stated that any society which produced a man of such splendid character must be
right.”18 In short, because of the melding of Lee and the rest of the myth, Connelly’s attack on
Lee was ipso facto an attack on the myth itself. Like Fuller, Connelly confined his comments
about Pollard to what Pollard had said about Lee; he did that in order to show the vindictiveness

Gary W. Gallagher, “Introduction,” in The Myth of the Lost Cause and Civil War History, ed. Gary W. Gallagher
and Alan T. Nolan (Bloomington: Indiana University Press, 2000), 8n2.
14
See New National Era, March 2, 1871, 2; April 20, 1871, 1; and May 11, 1871, 2.
15
George R. Bruce, “The Strategy of the Civil War,” The Papers of the Military Historical Society of
Massachusetts, vol. 13 (Boston: Military Historical Society of Massachusetts, 1913): 456.
16
J.F.C. Fuller, Grant and Lee: A Study in Personality and Generalship (Bloomington: Indiana University Press,
1982), 253, which is a reprint of the 1932 first edition.
17
Thomas L. Connelly, "Robert E. Lee and the Western Confederacy: A Criticism of Lee's Strategic Ability," Civil
War History 15, no.2 (June 1969): 116.
18
Thomas L. Connelly, Marble Man, 94.
13
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and rigidity of the coterie. Three years later, Charles Reagan Wilson published Baptized in
Blood: The Religion of the Lost Cause, 1865-1920. The basic thesis is that the “Lost Cause
was…the linking of two profound human forces, religion and history.”19 Wilson argues that the
otherwise incomprehensible defeat of a nation considered morally and militarily superior (by its
own populace) to the victors became understandable only in the Christian context of suffering
and sacrifice. He mentions Pollard calling for “a war of ideas” and says that Christians and their
clergy across the former Confederacy interpreted that war of ideas to be moral and religious;
Wilson does not directly cite anything linking Pollard’s comments to the religious community. 20
In 1980, Thomas Connelly published God and General Longstreet with Barbara L.
Bellows. Their book is not about either one but is instead a collection of four essays on various
aspects of the myth. The authors write about Pollard “adopting” the phrase “lost cause” for his
title and state that the words defy an exact definition.21 (They do not cite Pollard’s own account
of how he came up with the title, which will be discussed in this thesis). A little further on they
also state that a central theme of Pollard’s book is that “the South remained superior” and
southerners were the “better men.”22 It is not surprising that their interpretation is somewhat
different from Wilson’s summary of it as a “war of ideas”; as we shall see, Pollard discussed so
many aspects of southern culture that it is possible to find almost any theme in his book. The
authors also mention that Pollard, like most southern historians in the first cohort to write about
the war, criticized Lee.23

19

Charles Reagan Wilson, Baptized in Blood: The Religion of the Lost Cause, 1865-1920 (Athens: University of
Georgia Press, 1980), 1.
20
Wilson, Baptized, 7.
21
Thomas L. Connelly and Barbara L. Bellows, God and General Longstreet: The Lost Cause and the Southern
Mind (Baton Rouge: Louisiana State University Press, 1982), 2-3.
22
Connelly and Bellows, God, 21.
23
Connelly and Bellows, 32.
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The year 1987 saw the arrival of two more books on the Lost Cause. One was William
Garrett Piston’s Lee’s Tarnished Lieutenant: James Longstreet and His Place in Southern
History. The author’s purpose is “to set the record straight” on Longstreet, who was cast as the
South’s chief scapegoat for the loss at Gettysburg and, since Gettysburg had become the hinge of
the Civil War’s fate, for losing the entire war. According to Piston, “the many falsehoods about
him came to form an integral part of the Lost Cause.”24 These falsehoods involved not only the
Leeolatry but also cherished values such as chivalry and loyalty, at least according to the Lee
cult’s definition of “loyalty.” Piston writes briefly about Pollard’s 1867 work Lee and His
Lieutenants, not The Lost Cause. The former book praised Longstreet’s military career; such
praise, in addition to Longstreet becoming a Republican, would become anathema to the cult that
emerged three years later in 1870.
Also in 1987, Gaines Foster published Ghosts of the Confederacy: Defeat, the Lost
Cause, and the Emergence of the New South. This work comes closest to being a general survey
of the Lost Cause mythology, but its focus is on various later organizations that took up the myth
and kept it alive. Foster acknowledges that Pollard gave the phenomenon its name but denies
that he “had a significant influence on the development of the Confederate tradition.”25 He says
that some critics thought that Pollard made Virginia too important, and he also mentions the
criticism from military figures that Pollard lacked military experience. Foster thinks that Albert
Taylor Bledsoe, Robert L. Dabney, and Alexander H. Stephens were more influential in shaping
the myth. I will argue that Pollard wrote about almost every aspect of the myth except Lee as a
demigod, whereas Bledsoe and Stephens just dealt with the constitutionality of secession and
William Garrett Piston, Lee’s Tarnished Lieutenant: James Longstreet and His Place in Southern History
(Athens: University of Georgia Press, 1987), x.
25
Gaines M. Foster, Ghosts of the Confederacy: Defeat, the Lost Cause, and the Emergence of the New South
(Baton Rouge: Louisiana State University Press, 1987), 49.
24
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Dabney with his interpretation of the biblical view of slavery. Moreover, even if Pollard had
only named the movement, that would have been a “significant” achievement in and of itself.
“Lost Cause” has gone down in history to the present day; its mythology would also capitalize on
a lot of traditional southern values such as chivalry that, in turn, would be resurrected and
reinvigorated by becoming part of that mythology.
Six other works on the Lost Cause have more to say about Pollard than just mentioning
him in passing, merely discussing his criticism of Lee, or dismissing him as insignificant. In
1937, Richard Enmale wrote about Pollard’s view that slavery was just a pretext for the North to
quarrel with the South, and he compares this argument to the constitutional arguments of both
Alexander Stephens and Jefferson Davis.26 This was the first time that anyone tried to place The
Lost Cause in its historiographical context. The next discussion was in Richard M. Weaver’s
The Southern Tradition at Bay, which was actually his unpublished 1943 doctoral dissertation
posthumously edited and released in 1968. Weaver singled out four of Pollard’s numerous Lost
Cause arguments that he (Weaver) thought were particularly germane to postbellum southern
thinking: the Constitution’s “ambiguity” on the right to secede, the cavalier tradition of the
planter class, the Davis government’s mismanagement as a contributory factor in the defeat of
the Confederacy, and the overall superiority of the South to the North.27 Although his analysis of
Pollard’s thinking was accurate and insightful, Weaver gets little mention in later works about
the Lost Cause. Perhaps because he was a student of rhetoric and philosophy and not a historian,

Richard Enmale, “Interpretations of the American Civil War,” Science and Society 1, no. 2 (Winter 1937): 12728.
27
Richard M. Weaver, The Southern Tradition at Bay: The History of Postbellum Thought, ed. George Core and M.
E. Bradford (New Rochelle: Arlington House, 1968), 122 (Constitution); 149-52 (Cavaliers, mismanagement, and
superiority).
26
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he makes it out of the footnotes in the subsequent book-length studies devoted to the Lost Cause
only twice.28
Roland G. Osterweis, in his 1970 monograph The Myth of the Lost Cause: 1865-1900,
had a lot to say about the myth in general, much as Gaines M. Foster did. Osterweis had
previously written about the southern Romantic tradition, and this later work contained some
similar material. However, his focus here was on how the myth was promulgated and eventually
became the commonly held view of the Civil War in the North as well as in the South.
Osterweis dismissed the criticisms from military people like D.H. Hill and said that Pollard “laid
out a blueprint for the future.” He quoted extensively from the concluding remarks of The Lost
Cause, the same passage that Wilson cited about Pollard’s “war of ideas.” As a historian of
southern Romanticism, he also wrote briefly about Pollard’s references to chivalry, one of the
topics that the current thesis will elaborate upon. However, Osterweis erred when he wrote that
Pollard “may not have been the first to use the term ‘The Lost Cause’ in reference to the
Southern defeat.” As this investigation will make clear, that phrase was indeed Pollard’s biggest
and most original contribution.29
The fourth study is Jack P. Maddex, Jr., The Reconstruction of Edward A. Pollard: A
Rebel’s Conversion to Postbellum Unionism. Based largely on Pollard’s own writings as well as
newspaper accounts of his various personal and professional adventures, it is really a biography
or, perhaps more accurately, an intellectual biography. Maddex divided Pollard’s intellectual
development into different periods; for the Civil War years up through 1867, he surveyed

28

Wilson, Baptized, 3, in reference to southern religious beliefs. Fred Hobson, Tell about the South: The Southern
Rage to Explain (Baton Rouge: Louisiana State University Press, 1983), 85-90, largely follows Weaver’s discussion
of Pollard and acknowledges Weaver as his source.
29
Osterweis, Myth, 11-12.
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references from all of Pollard’s writings from that era. In terms of The Lost Cause, Maddex has
a four-page discussion of some of the basic themes, with an emphasis on Pollard’s belief in the
irreconcilable differences between the North and the South. He cited a section that encompasses
many themes of Pollard’s Chapter II and summarizes Pollard’s thinking on social and economic
issues, some of which reflected the constitutional debates of 1787.30 Maddex divided them into
“civilization” and “slavery” and reviewed such specifics as “institutions, ideas, and customs.”
The basic thesis of his book is not the importance of The Lost Cause but that Pollard converted,
or perhaps more accurately, was reconstructed, to conservative Unionism after 1867 because he
thought that that would be the most promising course for the South to follow. Maddex discussed
The Lost Cause and other pre-1868 works simply to lay a foundation for his analysis of The Lost
Cause Regained.
The last two works are more recent. In his unpublished 2008 dissertation, Matthew A.
Speiser investigated the crucial role played by the first group of Lost Cause writers of the 1860s
and 1870s in establishing the basic parameters of the myth. All previous works except Maddex’s
concentrated on the mid-1870s and beyond, the period representing the zenith of organizational
activity, not the early development of the philosophy. Speiser discussed Pollard’s contributions
to several elements of the myth, including states’ rights and the right to secede, the benign nature
of slavery, the superiority of the South, the cavalier ideal, and the very meagre skills of Ulysses
S. Grant. He probably had more to say about The Lost Cause than any other scholar.31

30

Maddex, Reconstruction, 38-41.
Matthew Aaron Speiser, “Seeking the Roots of the Lost Cause: The Continuity of Regional Celebration in the
White South, 1850-1872” (PhD Diss., University of Virginia, 2008), 48 (secession); 115 (slavery); 38 (superiority);
90-91 (cavaliers); and 84 (Grant).
31
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Finally, there is Edward H. Bonekemper’s The Myth of the Lost Cause: Why the South
Fought the Civil War and Why the North Won, which appeared in 2015. Like much of the
author’s work, it has a partisan, almost strident tone that is distracting and sometimes
unprofessional. Bonekemper took on several traditional Lost Cause arguments, primarily that
slavery was not the cause of the war and that Grant was inferior to Lee, and explained why those
arguments are historically inaccurate. He did mention what Pollard has to say on these issues
and several others, including Lee’s supposedly exemplary behavior in Pennsylvania and
Sherman’s bad behavior in Georgia. Bonekemper also credited Pollard with “starting many
elements of the Myth of the Lost Cause.”32 Although these last six writers have more to say
about Pollard than any of the other historians, none of them comes close to giving a full and
systematic account of what he actually wrote in The Lost Cause.
The current study will investigate in detail what Pollard had to say, explain why his
contributions to the Myth are so comprehensive, and prove that the work was widely
disseminated and frequently cited. The first chapter will trace the use of the phrase “the Lost
Cause” and establish Pollard’s contribution to ensconcing it in the American vernacular. The
second chapter will enumerate the specific elements of the myth that he actually mentioned and
will also place them in both their antebellum and postbellum contexts. The final chapter will
show that, contrary to what previous scholars have said, his work was read in every stratum of
southern society and cited by everyone from former “Johnny Rebs” to the highest levels of
Confederate military and civilian leadership.

32

Edward H. Bonekemper III, The Myth of the Lost Cause: Why the South Fought the Civil War and Why the North
Won (Washington, D.C.: Regnery, 2015), 137.
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Chapter 2
The Origins and Use of the Term “The Lost Cause”
Prior to the December 1865, announcement in several newspapers across the country that
Edward A. Pollard was writing The Lost Cause, the phrase “lost cause” basically had had one
meaning: an effort, frequently political, that is doomed to fail or has already failed. By the time
that it achieved wide circulation toward the end of 1867, his book would popularize a second
meaning that differed from the first one because of an additional, emotional component, namely,
a sense of nostalgia or loss. Until then, this nuance had been absent. And as The Lost Cause, the
book would also confer its name upon the edifice constructed from ex-Confederates’ forlorn
memories of the “Old South,” their rationalizations for precipitating the most destructive war in
American history, and the celebration of their role in it. This chapter will examine Pollard’s
contribution to the phrase “lost cause” and show why this contribution was original. It will also
discuss his book’s immediate influence by citing the explosion of appearances of the phrase.
From 1807 (the earliest citation listed) through November 1865, “lost cause” appears
ninety-nine times in the Readex database America’s Historical Newspapers and twenty-nine
times in Proquest’s American Periodicals. (By way of a completely random comparison, the
phrase “good result” appears 3366 and 1874 times, respectively, in those databases in that same
time frame.) Excluding duplicate references and mistakes in the databases (such as “just cause”
coming up instead of “lost cause”) brings the total for “lost cause” down to only about fifty-nine
different uses. In most examples, the article “a” precedes the phrase. Thus, the opposing side in
a New Orleans lawsuit is “a lost cause.”33 King George III categorized a failing campaign on the

33

“To the Editors,” Orleans Gazette and Commercial Advertiser, November 16, 1807, 3.
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Iberian Peninsula as “a lost cause.”34 A religious mission will become “a lost cause” if the ideals
for which it ostensibly stands are forgotten.35 In these examples the effort involved to effect the
cause is either useless or doomed to fail, and the emphasis is on the effort itself. Around 1815
the phrase began to be associated more with political matters. Thus, with the War of 1812
having just ended, the once important argument about sailors’ rights becomes “a lost cause to the
war hawks [sic].”36 In Europe the machinations of Don Carlos of Spain are “a lost cause,” while
back in the United States “the Locofocos…strained every nerve to redeem their lost cause.”37
The emphasis has gradually shifted from the effort to the cause, whether or not the writers of
these stories were sympathetic to those causes. The other noteworthy element in the use of the
phrase is that only once in the fifty-nine examples does “lost cause” appear with the definite
article: A story that was first published in the London Courier of April 14, 1815, refers to “the
already lost cause of Napoleon.”38
Gradually, the causes that were lost became more appealing. The 19th century saw the
full flourishing of Romanticism, and one manifestation of this development seems to be the way
in which nationalism was viewed.39 Louis Kossuth, the Hungarian revolutionary, is the first
major figure commonly associated with a “lost cause” in the American press. After Kossuth’s
forces were defeated at the hands of the Russians, the other important Hungarian leader, Artur
Gorgei, “entreats them to lay down their arms, as it was useless to fight in a lost cause.” Another

“The King’s Speech,” Charleston City Gazette and Daily Advertiser, April 14, 1810, 2.
“Department for Missionary Intelligence,” Essex Patriot, March 20, 1819, 1.
36
”From Quebec,” Boston Commercial Gazette, March 2, 1815, 2.
37
“Extracts,” New York American, September 24, 1834, 1; and ”Recent,” Washington Reporter, October 28, 1843,
2.
38
“Official Narrative,” New York Courier, June 8, 1815, 2. The original English article was printed in at least five
other American newspapers in June and July.
39
Rollin G. Osterweis, Romanticism and Nationalism in the Old South (New Haven: Yale University Press, 1949),
6-7; Paul Quigley, Shifting Grounds: Nationalism and the American South, 1848-1865 (Oxford: Oxford University
Press, 2012), 65-68.
34
35
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paper described Kossuth’s side as “gallant and unhappy defenders of a lost cause.” And a
children’s magazine called him “the living leader of a lost cause…yet his efforts have not been
wholly lost. The tree which he planted in blood and agony and tears…will yet spring up
again.”40 Next came Giuseppe Mazzini, the Italian revolutionary. Sadly, in the opinion of the
Washington Globe, “Italian freedom seems to be, for the present, a lost cause.” Consumed, with
the popular interest in fostering democratic political movements, the same paper would write
eleven days later that “we give up Republicanism in France as a lost cause for the next fifty
years.”41
During the course of the Civil War, the use of the phrase remained essentially the same as
it had been, especially in the North. If the Union cannot keep filling the ranks as casualties
mount, its success will go “from the grandeur of victory to the ignominy of a lost cause.”42 After
the Emancipation Proclamation brought an end to slavery, “all the intellect in the country cannot
revive that lost cause.”43 And as the presidential campaign unfolded in the fall of 1864,
McClellan “is already a defeated candidate, and represents a lost cause.”44 In the South the one
use of the phrase recorded in America’s Historical Newspapers seems to have marked a small
shift in direction to the more emotional side. In the winter of 1863-64, an unnamed Senator from
Texas (probably Louis Wigfall) warned of what would befall the South if it were to be defeated:
“Confiscation...Subjugation, with foreign garrisons, guards…with an additional tint of
darkness… namely, those guards all coloured black [original italics].” The newspaper concludes
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that his “sketch…is needing to be filled up by a thousand details of horror if we would
comprehend the fearful reality of a lost cause and a conquered people.”45
Up to this point, the Confederate cause had not been lost. When it finally was, a few
random references to the lost cause started to appear. The critical element is the change in
meaning as one goes from the indefinite article a to the definite article the. In other words, the
phrase took on a specific referent, the defeated Confederacy, and started to assume the emotional
baggage that it has proudly carried to this day. It was no longer some theoretical lost cause, like
foolish lawsuits or far-off, European military campaigns. Now it was a real lost cause in the
consciousness of those who had chosen to fight for it, and it had resulted in unprecedented
destruction with nothing tangible to show for it. The first example of the lost cause in the
available newspaper databases is from a northern source, the Cleveland Morning Leader. In an
article named “The Grand News of the Day,” the paper reported “the tidings that Lee had given
up the cause of rebellion—that the only man who could rescue the lost cause of rebellion had
abandoned it in despair.”46 A week later the Wheeling Daily Register, in an article about French
machinations in Mexico, said that “Napoleon…will either (so it is believed here) aim to revive
the lost cause of the South, or abandon his foothold on Mexican soil.”47 At the time that these
papers came out, Pollard was in Richmond, Virginia. In fact, he and his brother H. Rives Pollard
were securely ensconced in a Union Army jail from April 8 to about the fifteenth for
vociferously objecting to the occupation forces.48 The chance that he had seen or would ever see
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either of these two articles using the phrase “the lost cause” is extremely small, and it seems
reasonable to assume that he did not borrow the phrase from them.
Several other references to the defeated Confederacy as “a” lost cause appeared over the
summer and fall, and those in southern newspapers were emotionally laden. In an article entitled
“The Appeal of the Women of Mississippi,” the Weekly Panola Star described them as “tenderly
reverential to a lost cause.”49 In November and December 1865, the New Orleans Times ran a
six-article series entitled “Leaves from a Journal Written in Dixie.” The author used the
pseudonym “Queen of Hearts.”50 “Queen of Hearts” is ostensibly presenting a few “fragments”
of a journal that will “find a welcome…with those who suffered for a lost cause.” The account
goes back to a day “seared” in her memory, May 18, 1862, the day that she left home in New
Orleans. However, the writer must have meant May 18, 1863, because she soon refers to the
death of Stonewall Jackson, which occurred on May 10, 1863. She eventually travels to Mobile
and participates in a trip across the bay to Point Clear, “where our martyr heroes sleep…their
memories are not like their graves__ perishable. Their deeds are not ‘written in sand.’ Martyrs
to a lost cause, they are enshrined in our hearts forever.”51 Unlike the Texas senator in 1864,
who was talking about an apocalyptic possibility, the writer of this article is here describing a
lost cause that had become a fait accompli.
There were three other references to “the” lost cause in the fall of 1865. On November
16, the Memphis Daily Appeal ran an article under “Local Matters” that reported on plans to buy
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permanent home for the unfortunates who have sacrificed every thing [sic] for the lost cause.” A
month later, on December 14, the same paper had an article, “Our Noble Charity,” that reported
on the activities of the Southern Soldiers Relief Association, whose purpose was to aid “the
shattered victims of the lost cause.”52 These appearances are intriguing because it was at this
time that Pollard announced that he would become the editor of the Memphis Daily Avalanche, a
competitor in that city.53 It is feasible that he was reading a rival paper to get a feel for Memphis
journalism and saw the phrase. On December 9, the Charleston Daily News had a story about
the restoration of the southern states in which they urged “the election to Congress of men
prominent in support of the lost cause.”54 Finally, on December 20, the phrase exploded onto a
wider public consciousness, and it did so from two different sources simultaneously. First, an ad
for the New York Tribune weekly edition, which contained a statement on its conciliatory
national policy, appeared in the Richmond Examiner:
Discountenancing all unmanly exultation over, or needless infliction of pain or
privation on upholders of the lost cause, it [the paper] will insist upon the earliest
possible restoration of the southern states to their former power and influence in our
Union on the basis of All Rights for All their People.55
This ad appeared multiple times in various sections of the country by January 5, 1866.
An obvious question is whether it was Horace Greeley or some unknown copyboy in the
advertising department who wrote it. One way to find out would be to determine if any of the
words are Greeley favorites or characteristic of his writing. The paragraph in the ad immediately
preceding this quotation contains two words, “benignant” and “discomfiture,” that sound unusual
to 21st century ears and also appear in Greeley’s 1868 autobiography, Recollections of a Busy
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Life, three and four times, respectively.56 Unfortunately for the present investigation, they were
by no means unique to Greeley. “Benignant” appears in America’s Historical Newspapers a
seemingly astounding 166 times and discomfiture 213 times just for 1865. Nor does his
autobiography mention this ad or anything else about the lost cause.
The second, more important appearance on December 20 was a brief story in the New
Orleans Times under the heading The Lost Cause.57 A month earlier, on November 19, the same
paper had mentioned that Pollard was working on a new book to be called The War of the
Confederates. It quoted him as saying that his purpose was “to save the record of the struggle of
the Confederates from the blot of slander.” By the time that the December notice appeared, The
War of the Confederates had become The Lost Cause, and The War of the Confederate had been
relegated to being part of the subtitle, A New Southern History of the War of the Confederates. The
article opens with an introductory paragraph stating simply that Pollard has already issued a
“circular prospectus” for his new history of the war, which will be sold by subscription. (The
quotation in the November article was probably from that prospectus.) In the next paragraph the
author says that it will not be a reworking of his other books but will contain new material
obtained from Confederate officers, and he even takes the opportunity to solicit information from
any knowledgeable participant in the war. The third paragraph stipulates that his book will have
a different subject matter from the one that General Lee was supposedly writing, and that
General Lee had in fact endorsed Pollard’s effort. Finally, it states that Pollard will “shortly”
become an editor of the Memphis Daily Avalanche.58 There does not seem to be an extant copy
of the “circular prospectus,” and the trade journal, the American Literary Gazette and
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Publishers’ Circular, does not mention any of the information about the book that appeared in
the New Orleans Times. As a result, it is impossible to determine exactly when Pollard’s title for
his new work, The Lost Cause, first became public knowledge and whether Greeley was aware
of its title when the Tribune used that same term in the advertisement for its weekly edition.
Greeley was obviously in a position to know about what was going on in the New York
publishing world, and Pollard was a fellow newspaper editor in addition to being a well-known
figure both personally and professionally. A timetable of Pollard’s travels might show whether
they had ever had an opportunity to meet one. In May of the prior year, 1864, Pollard left
Richmond and travelled to Wilmington, where he embarked for Bermuda aboard the blockade
runner Greyhound on the 8th. A fellow passenger was none other than Belle Boyd, the
Confederate femme fatale and spy; she knew who he was and spoke kindly of him. The Union
blockading squadron captured their ship the very next day, and Pollard wound up a prisoner in
Fort Warren. He was finally paroled by Gideon Wells on August 8, 1864, and sent to live with
relatives in Brooklyn. He was not exchanged until November 28 and did not make it all the back
to Richmond until February 20, 1865.59 He remained there at least for the duration of the war
because of the April 8 arrest alluded to above.
Only a month later an article described his effort to establish a political party that would
have Virginia dictate its own terms for readmission to the Union; this effort implies that he was
still down south.60 On July 19 an apparently incorrect blurb in the Baltimore Sun reported that
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Pollard was moving to Santo Domingo, but another one ten days later in the Alexandria Gazette
said that he was touring the South to gather material for his next book.61 The next mention of his
whereabouts is more precise: an October 4, 1865, letter from Pollard to Robert E. Lee is headed
“New York City,” which would place him there for some period that fall.62 On November 14,
the Baltimore Sun described him as “late of Richmond” in the article about his plan “to take
editorial charge of the Memphis Avalanche” cited above. This reconstruction of his movements
brings us back to the November 19 announcement in the New Orleans Times of The War of the
Confederates, soon to be reborn as The Lost Cause. All of this shows that there were two
periods during which Pollard could have directly shared the phrase “the lost cause” with Greeley,
or vice versa. One was when he was in New York in the late summer and fall of 1864 awaiting
exchange. However, at that time he had not come close to completing The Last Year of the War,
let alone starting The Lost Cause. Furthermore, we know from his Observations on the North
that in 1864 he was by no means envisioning a Confederate defeat or the “lost cause” that such a
defeat would create. The other time that we know that Pollard was in New York was October
1865; the letter to Lee establishes the parameters of this second visit.
In addition to both men being in the same city, there is a claim that Pollard and Greeley
knew one another. In a scathing review of The Lost Cause in the Mexican Times dated January
6, 1866, Louisiana’s ex-Governor Henry Watkins Allen took Pollard to task for urging others to
fight while “he was in New York city [sic], hobnobbing with Greeley, and telling the pleasant
story in his pleasant way of the four years’ war.” The same review is again cited in an
anonymous article in the Crescent Monthly, which adds that Allen mentioned “Shoddy” [sic] and
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the Rev. Henry Ward Beecher. The word “shoddy” and Rev. Beecher both appear in
Observations on the North, which is only about the 1864 sojourn and not the briefer visit in
October 1865.63 If Allen was not just using the expression “hobnobbing with Greeley”
metaphorically, then it seems likely that he was referring to the longer, three-month period in
1864 when Pollard was living in Brooklyn and not to the shorter stay in October 1865. In
addition to citing words like “shoddy” and specific people like Beecher associated with the 1864
visit, there is essentially no way that Allen could have learned about Pollard’s second trip in
October 1865, to conduct business with his publisher.
The problem with attributing any truth to Allen’s contention is that at the time that
Pollard was in New York on parole, he was very bitter about the northern press and hardly
seemed open to “hobnobbing” with Horace Greeley. In Observations he writes that “Yankee
newspapers” publish “vile slanders” and “falsehoods” about the Confederacy. The only good
one is the New York News, “a newspaper which is a marked exception to the rules of Yankee
journalism in its decency and humanity of style, no less than in the real value of its arguments.”64
In this book Pollard mentions Greeley twice in passing with no personal judgments made; he
does have nice things to say about a Tribune war correspondent, a certain Mr. Chadwick, whom
he met while awaiting exchange in Virginia.65 In short, unless he saw Greeley in the fall of 1865
but before he left for Memphis at the end of the year, there is no reason to assume that two had
any contact.66 Without some other evidence appearing in an archive, all that we can say with
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certainty is that sometime after November 19, 1865, the idea of the lost cause, as opposed to a
lost cause (as in the Times-Picayune “Queen of Hearts” series), took shape and finally appeared
in two different sources on December 20, 1865. Before examining what Pollard himself had to
say about this title, it is necessary to dispel the widely accepted notion that the whole idea of “the
lost cause” somehow came from Scotland and the sad fate of Charles Edward Stuart, better
known to history as Bonnie Prince Charlie or the Young Pretender.
No less a commentator on the American ethos than Mark Twain famously wrote about
the influence of Scotland on the antebellum South, and he remains the lodestone for scholars
interested in that aspect of its culture to this day. In Life on the Mississippi he said this:
Then comes Sir Walter Scott…He did measureless harm…Most of the world has
now outlived good part [sic] of these harms…but in our South they flourish
still…But for the Sir Walter Scott disease, the character of the Southerner, or
Southron… would be wholly modern…Sir Walter had so large a hand in making
southern character, as it existed before the war, that he is in great measure
responsible for the war.67
The first modern scholar to study southern culture with a professionally jaundiced eye and who
was not under the spell of Lost Cause mythology was probably Rollin G. Osterweis. In
Romanticism and Nationalism in the Old South he argues that the South thought of itself as a
cultural unit separate from the North. Both sections welcomed Romanticism, but southerners
made it an integral part of the plantation system and slavery.68 The planters called themselves
“The Chivalry,” adapted jousting to their elaborate social events, were thought of like clan
chieftains by neighboring subsistence farmers, referred to northerners as “Saxons,” and proudly
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called themselves “Southrons.”69 The works of Sir Walter Scott were the chief source of this
chivalric/romantic fantasy.70
Because he was steeped in Scottish romanticism, it was natural that when Osterweis came
to write The Myth of the Lost Cause, he would look for the source of that concept in Scottish
history, and he thought that he had found it. “When the Jacobite Movement for Scottish
independence was crushed by the British in 1745,” writes Osterweis, “there emerged a ‘Lost
Cause’ of enduring quality.”71 He cites Wallace Notestein, his Yale colleague and an
acknowledged midcentury expert on Scotland, who had written, “When the Jacobite movement
was put down, it became at once one of the lost causes for which the Scots have a predilection.”
Osterweis pulls off a very subtle but critical slight-of-hand here: by capitalizing “Lost Cause”
and putting it in quotation marks, he thereby made it seem as if Notestein were referring to a
specific movement with that name (Lost Cause) rather than a general tendency throughout
Scottish history to embrace lost causes. Notestein goes on to say, “For all the romancing about
them, The ‘Fifteen and The ‘Forty-five did not seem as important to contemporaries as they have
seemed to novelists and a certain school of writers since.”72 As we shall see, with one obscure
exception, even the Scottish novelists did not use the phrase.
Ivanhoe is not about the Jacobites, but it was Scott’s most popular novel in the South and
elsewhere.73 Four of his other works—Rob Roy, Waverley, Redgauntlet, and Tales of a
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Grandfather—have something to do with the Jacobites of either The Fifteen or The Forty-five.74
A word search of all five books is revealing, to say the least. The words “lost cause” do not
appear in Ivanhoe as a phrase or even with the words in proximity. In Rob Roy, which relates
vaguely to The ‘15, the closest use of the phrase is “our cause was lost.”75 Waverley takes place
during The ’45 and has an example which does not refer to the rebellion itself, “a better cause
than you have lost.”76 Redgauntlet imagines that Bonnie Prince Charlie has returned to Britain
years later. One of the other characters, not Charlie, says “the cause is lost forever,”77
Finally, there is The Tales of a Grandfather. In this work Scott explains Scottish history
to his young grandson Hugh Littlejohn, so the opportunities to speak of a “lost cause” abound.
In fact, the phrase does not appear at all. However, Tales does have quite a lot to say about The
’45. The picture that it paints and the feelings that it evokes explain why the Jacobite Rebellion
eventually came to be viewed as the original lost cause, and why The ’45 was subsequently and
inaccurately made into the source of the Confederate Lost Cause by later historians. However, it
was long after Pollard had coined the term “Lost Cause” in 1865 that people started to look back
to find similarities between the Confederate cause and the Jacobite cause. The Jacobites had also
lost, and Southerners had long thought of Walter Scott’s Scotland as being culturally similar to
the Old South. Scott writes of Charlie’s forces being outnumbered by the Duke of Cumberland
at Culloden 8100 to 5000, and he talks about the vindictiveness of the English forces after the
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battle.78 He describes the rebels as being “a dazzling picture to the imagination, being a romance
of real life equal in splendor and interest to any which could be devised by fiction”; he also refers
to them as “a little band of determined men.”79 All of this was indeed the stuff that the
Confederacy’s “Lost Cause” was made of, but Scott never used that term. And unlike the future
Confederates, Scott’s Whiggish side eventually triumphed: he said that, in the final analysis, it
was better that the English won.80
There are several other books about Scottish national culture or history published before
the American Civil War that would have almost undoubtedly been available in the South and
could have been the source of “lost cause.” One is Robert Chambers’s History of the Rebellion
in Scotland, 1745- 1746, which went through a half dozen editions in Britain by 1847 and was
also published in Philadelphia.81 “Lost cause” does not appear as a phrase or even with the
words in proximity. Another classic is Alexander Whitelaw’s The Book of Scottish Song, an art
form long recognized as celebrating Scottish nationalism in general and Bonnie Prince Charlie in
particular. (Many of Robert Burns’s most popular poems, like “Auld Lang Syne,” were actually
songs.) Again, “lost cause” does not appear in the songs, and the words do not appear in
proximity.82 In James Hogg’s The Jacobite Relics of Scotland, someone says “the cause is lost”
when Queen Anne is on her deathbed; this has nothing to do with the Jacobites.83 The current
investigation uncovered a single antebellum use of “lost cause” with reference to the Jacobite
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Rebellion. In Glenfergus, a completely forgotten novel that was printed only once before 1860
and never in the United States, there appears the line, “Duncan thought of his lost cause.” In this
passage the “lost cause” finally refers to the rebellion, but there is no evidence that the book had
any influence or penetration.84 The contemporary scholar who has done the most research on the
Jacobites, Prof. Murray Pittock of Glasgow, knows of no use of the phrase to describe the
Scottish rebellion prior to “c. 1900.”85 The ironic conclusion is that Confederate Lost Cause was
the source of “lost cause” to describe the Jacobite Rebellion and not vice versa. 86
Once Osterweis made the connection, anachronistic or not, others soon followed his lead.
In a 1972 article Elmo Howell, who was primarily a Faulkner scholar, implied that the idea of
the Lost Cause came from Walter Scott. Of course, he never cites Scott’s use of those words.87
What Howell really did was to graft Faulkner’s obsession with the Lost Cause onto Scott’s sense
of loss over Bonnie Prince Charlie. Then, in 1982 Thomas Connelly and Barbara Bellows wrote,
“The origins of the phrase are easier to understand. Southern Romanticism of the early
nineteenth century had thrived upon Sir Walter Scott’s accounts of the lost cause of Scotland in
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its quest for independence.”88 In that same year, Charles Reagan Wilson noted that “southerners
identified with another lost cause, the failed Scottish rebellion immortalized in the novels of Sir
Walter Scott.”89 Both of these quotations imply that Scott’s work is primarily about the
Jacobites and especially The ‘Forty-five , but we have seen that it is not. Only Waverley takes
place primarily in 1745-1746; in Tales of a Grandfather, Scott comes closest to romanticizing
the rebellion, but he does not use the phrase “lost cause” and expresses the Whig view of history.
In 2004, Enric Ucelay-da Cal wrote a rather convoluted article in which he reviews lost
causes from the Trojan War to the Spanish fascists. He talks about the use of the phrase in the
Romantic Era but fails to give an actual example until Matthew Arnold called Oxford University
“the home of lost causes” in 1865; his other examples combine “cause” with words such as
“great” and “old,” not “lost.” He does state that the idea of a lost cause became “ideologically
codified by the losers in the Civil War,” which the current investigation has also asserted. He
can only link Pollard to Scotland with the usual references to chivalry and to the St. Andrew’s
Cross in the Confederate flag; he does not (and cannot) present any antebellum uses of the phrase
“lost cause.”90 In 2005, James C. Cobb seemed to put the cap on more than three decades of this
groundless notion of Scottish origins. In his highly acclaimed Away Down South, he writes,
“The term “Lost Cause” was familiar to antebellum devotees of Sir Walter Scott, because it
referred to the prolonged struggle to restore the Stuart monarchs…assuring ‘Bonnie Prince
Charlie’ of his place in the legendary lost cause of Scottish nationalism.”91 Cobb then cites
Osterweis’s 1970 explanation of the Lost Cause, which, as we have seen, was based upon the
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latter’s misleading paraphrasing of Wallace Notestein’s 1949 book. With Cobb, the
anachronistic reasoning had come full circle as accepted “proof” of the incorrect Scottish
origin.92
The Scots may indeed be a sentimental people with a bent for lost causes, as Wallace
Notesstein described them. They pined away for Bonnie Prince Charlie and literally sang his
praises. And in the Old South, the Scots from Ivanhoe to The ‘Forty five were the stuff of
romantic legends, as envisioned and described by Sir Walter Scott in his immensely popular
novels. But whatever else the antebellum southerners and then Pollard immediately after the war
may have gotten out of Scott, it was not the phrase “lost cause” or the characterization of
Scotland’s eighteenth century political misadventures as a “lost cause.”
Edward A. Pollard himself seems to have explained his title, and this explanation is
preserved in a source that at first seems unlikely, Frederick Douglass’s New National Era. The
August 17, 1871, edition features a facetious story which claims to quote the Lynchburg
Republican on Pollard and his imaginary forthcoming book, The Lost Curse. In the original
Lynchburg article, Pollard explained that he took his 1865 manuscript, then entitled The History
of the War, to the New York publisher George W. Carleton. Carleton liked the book but thought
that people might confuse it with Pollard’s earlier works that had similar titles, so he asked the
author to come back with a different one. The next day Pollard returned with the new title and
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supposedly said, “I think there is something of proper dignity in the word cause; then ‘The Lost
Cause’ is an advertisement of something really valuable that is gone: besides, the associations of
the title are tender and reverential…there is a strain of mourning in it.”93 We know that
Douglass was a severe critic of the Myth of the Lost Cause.94 If his entire article is a joke with
no basis in fact, then at least it proves that by 1871 people associated the title with a nostalgic
sense of loss, a salient part of the Lost Cause mythology. As Douglass wrote, “The words, ‘The
Lost Cause,’ have been incorporated into the popular common language of the South; and the
universality of their reception implies a significance that is, itself, interesting.”95
Facetious or not, this account of the publication rings true enough to suggest that the
entire incident might have happened. First, George W. Carleton was an important northern
publisher of southern authors. He had published Confederate titles during the war and continued
to do so afterwards. From the letter that Pollard wrote to Lee on October 4, 1865, in which he
solicited the general to become his co-author, we know that Carleton was slated to publish the
text that would eventually become The Lost Cause. It was headed New York City and gave his
return address as “Care of George W. Carleton, Publisher, 413 Broadway, New York City.”
Second, as we have seen, there was a change in the title of the prospective book between
November and December, 1865. That change could reflect the complaint that Carleton had with
the prosaic nature of Pollard’s original title. (In Pollard’s October letter to Lee, there is no title
given at all).
After the title The Lost Cause became public on December 20, the news of the
forthcoming book was spread in one of three ways. Some papers simply mentioned that it was
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being written. For example, a small blurb to this effect appeared in the Sandusky Daily
Commercial Register on December 29, which referred to his choice of a title as “felicitous.”96
Several papers had versions of a longer article similar to the one in the December 20 TimesPicayune. However, the most common way in which the word got out was the advertisement
from E. B. Treat, the recently chosen publisher of The Lost Cause, which was headed
“Announcement.” It contained all of the information that the December 20 article in the TimesPicayune had had with two additional items. First, the author wanted “to make…a faithful and
worthy record of their [the Confederates’] great struggle and of a cause lost, except in honor.”
Second, a few lines further down the “Announcement” states, “The history of the vanquished has
too often fallen to the pen of the victor, and to insure justice to the southern states, the pen must
be taken by some southern man, who is willing to devote whole years of his life to the
vindication of his countrymen.”97 Here are several, intertwined pillars of the myth that Pollard
would help to create in his forthcoming work. The cause was honorable, even if it was lost.
Accordingly, it deserved to be vindicated, and seeing to that vindication was the job of southern
historians. The author’s subtitle, A New Southern History of the War, would mean what it said.
We have seen that the phrase “the lost cause” had almost never appeared before
December, 1865, so its reintroduction at that time and in that context would irrevocably tie it to
the late Confederacy. Thanks to the explosion of ads for both the Weekly Tribune and, to an
even greater extent, for the book, it got out into the public sphere in both the North and South.
The early advertising for the Tribune tended to be in papers in small, northern cities or towns,
usually but not always where there was no major, local newspaper. For example, from December
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20, 1865, through the first week of January 1866, Weekly Tribune ads appeared in Salem, MA,
Washington, PA, Clearfield, PA, Mifflintown, PA, and White Cloud, KS, as well as in
Richmond, VA, and Boston, MA.98 On the other hand, ads for Pollard’s book were much more
common in the South. The Examiner, his old paper now resurrected by his brother H. Rives
Pollard, ran the “Announcement” at least sixteen times through March 3, 1866. Other papers in
larger markets that carried it included Pollard’s new venture, the Memphis Avalanche (six times)
and the Richmond Whig (once).
Equally important in grafting the phrase “the lost cause” onto the public imagination
were various notices in small-town papers across the South. There is an advertisement for the
forthcoming book in the Winnsboro (SC) Tri-weekly News. In 1860 Winnsboro’s entire county
(Fairfield) had a white population of 6373.99 The New Orleans Times-Picayune ran an article
which reports severe criticism of Pollard and his unpublished book in the Columbus, Mississippi,
Mississippi Index.100 In the 1860 census, Columbus had 1714 white citizens; Lowndes County
had 6717 in total.101 Favorable review or not, the phrase “the lost cause” was getting publicized,
even in rural South Carolina and Mississippi, far from the offices of E. B. Treat in New York.
The January 24 Richmond Examiner, in several extra paragraphs at the end of the book’s usual
“Announcement” described above, added blurbs about Pollard from the Atlanta Era, the
Florence (AL) Journal, the Norfolk Virginian, the Memphis Commercial, and the New York
News. These blurbs do not specifically mention The Lost Cause and could theoretically be about
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some other Pollard work, but that seems unlikely. An earlier, January 9 “Announcement” had
mentioned comments in the New York News which specifically cited E. B. Treat, the publisher of
The Lost Cause. Treat had not published any other Pollard works and was only associated with
that book. The aforementioned January 24 version of the ad in the Examiner looks like it simply
took the January 9 “Announcement,” which definitely pertained to The Lost Cause, and added
blurbs from four more southern newspapers as they became available in mid-January.102
Because of the barrage of ads for the Weekly Tribune subscription and especially the
“Announcements” of Pollard’s book, by the end of January the phrase “the lost cause” had
started to get out in the public both North and South. Its sudden use at that very time as a
nostalgic synonym for the defeated Confederacy certainly confirms that it was rapidly taking
hold, especially in the South. The less evocative phrase “a lost cause” was still in use, but “the
lost cause” would now supersede it. (At the beginning of the month, Pollard himself, in an
article about a Carl Schurz’s tour of the South, referred to “champions of a lost cause.”)103 On
January 30, the Richmond Examiner ran an article bewailing the fact that “nothing is left of our
cause but its historical vindication…The honour of the lost cause of the South is now beyond
price to the heart that has bled or broken in its service.”104 This usage picked up on the themes
that we have already seen in the ads for the book, historical vindication of the South and the
preservation of its honor. The Examiner example is also interesting in the evolution of the use of
the phrase because the writer still felt compelled to add “of the South” to clarify it.
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The next day the Edgefield (SC) Advertiser reprinted parts of the December 16 Memphis
Daily Appeal report which referred to “the shattered victims of the lost cause” together with a
similar article from the Nashville Union and American. The Advertiser entitled its piece “The
Confederate Dead,” which would soon become another mainstay of lost-cause references.105 On
February 3, the Examiner, in a humorous column “City Intelligence” written by H. Rives Pollard,
reported on an elegant dinner held at the Spotswood Hotel and attended by U. S. Army officers
as well as former Confederates. One of the latter, a Mr. Ike Smith, had “an honourable wound,
received in battling for the ‘lost cause.’”106 In the South references to “the lost cause” as a
nostalgic synonym for the Confederacy now started popping up.107 In an article critical of
southerners who were fomenting trouble, Flake’s Weekly cited “the more honest [southerners],
who espoused the lost cause.”108 In what would become another common motif, a young man at
a jousting festival at High Point, North Carolina, entered the tournament lists dressed as a
“knight of the lost cause.”109 The Augusta (GA) Chronicle lauded the poem “The Conquered
Banner” and said that its author, Father Abram Ryan, would “’go sounding down the ages’
together with the memory of the ‘Lost Cause,’ whose dirge he chants.” Various genres of
maudlin art were already becoming a mainstay of the mythology.110 In fact, there had been an
evening of similar poetry in Richmond at the state capitol. A work entitled “The Obsequies of
Stuart” was a favorite, and the paper reports that “here not only the fallen leader but ‘the lost

“The Confederate Dead,” Edgefield [South Carolina] Advertiser, January 31, 1866, 1.
“City Intelligence,” Richmond Examiner, February 3, 1866, 3.
107
The phrase also appeared, but with much less frequency, in northern papers. For example, “Dead Union
Generals,” Atchison [Kansas] Weekly Champion and Press, March 8, 1866, 2, referred to the “lost cause of the
rebels.”
108
“Heap Blackguardism,” Flake’s Weekly Bulletin [Galveston], February 14, 1866, 4.
109
“Specimens of the Reconstructed in North Carolina,” Providence Evening Press, March 24, 1866, 4.
110
“The Conquered Banner,” Augusta Chronicle, March 25, 1866, 2. For Father Ryan, see also Foster, Ghosts, 3637; for Lost-Cause poetry in general, see Watson, Normans, 226-34.
105
106

33

cause’ was lauded.”111 The previous day, another article mentioned that “the cemetery at
Winchester was crowded with the bodies of those who have fallen in ‘the lost cause.’”112 Even
the far-off Weekly Panola Star, serving a county with just 5237 whites, wrote about a planned
monument that would be “an outward expression of our sympathy for the fallen, and of respect
for our lost cause.”113 This remote locale is another testament to how the phrase was penetrating
the hinterlands of the South.
April and May saw an increasing use of the phrase. Pollard’s own paper in Memphis
praised the local Catholic population for being true to “our lost cause.” A few days later it noted
that a certain James Charles had spent “four years in the ranks of the lost cause.” This is an
interesting use, since either “our army” or “the Confederacy” would have served just as well but
lacked what the phrase was already connoting. Like their sisters across the South, the ladies of
the Memphis Soldiers’ Relief Society made “arrangements relative to paying a tribute to our
Confederate soldiers in the lost cause.’”114 Some, “the gallant dead who fell in the defense of
“the lost cause,” could no longer enjoy such tributes.115 The phrase was becoming so popular
that newspapers even put it into the mouths of people who had not used it. With reference to his
testimony before the Joint Committee on Reconstruction, the Bradford Reporter wrote, “The
Southern people, says Gen. Lee, regard their cause as ‘lost.’” His testimony, given on February
17, 1866, is available in full, and those words nowhere appear in proximity to one another. In
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fact, Lee did not invoke the sense of “lost cause” in any manner during his fairly bland exchange
with the Committee.116
This initial breakout of the phrase reached a climax on May 10, 1866, four-and-a-half
months after it was first publicized on December 20th and, not coincidentally, the third
anniversary of the death of Stonewall Jackson. The center of the day’s activities in Richmond
was Hollywood Cemetery, whose board of directors had written a few weeks earlier that “our
surplus fund was lost with the ‘”Lost Cause.’”117 The newspaper article begins with two lines
from Father Abram Ryan’s “The Conquered Banner” and then describes the festivities.118 Most
businesses along the route closed for the day and decorated the streets with various photographic
and floral tributes to Jackson. The event started with the Richmond Light Infantry Blues
marching from City Hall to Shockoe Hill Cemetery and then to the nearby Jewish Cemetery. 119
After forty-five minutes in the Jewish Cemetery, a “fatiguing” march brought the Blues to
Hollywood Cemetery and a speech by the Rev. Dr. Duncan, who invoked “the noble cause.” A
regimental dinner at the Exchange Hotel after the cemetery events saw a toast to “the lost cause.”
In a separate ceremony, members of the Oakwood Cemetery Memorial Association and
the Hollywood Memorial Association met at St. John’s Church “to pay a fitting tribute to the
memory of the Confederate dead who fell gloriously in “The Lost Cause.’” They then proceeded
to Oakwood Cemetery, where the Rev. Mr. Manning “offered up a prayer…in commemorating
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the deaths of those who fell and bled in the ‘Lost Cause.’” The Rev. Dr. Edwards read a letter
from Gen. Lee, who was not present, and thanked him for fighting “so nobly for the ‘Lost
Cause.’” After being used four times in one day in one city, a phrase almost never seen prior to
December 1865, had indeed become established. In an encore event on May 31, Richmond
turned out for such observance at Hollywood, which the Whig described as a “Tribute to the
Martyrs of the Lost Cause.” That day, which might have attracted even larger crowds than the
tenth had, included a stop at the grave of Gen. W. E. Starke, a native Virginian and “a brave man
who battled so heroically for ‘our ‘Lost Cause.’”120
The Examiner left out a detail which is intriguing in light of its otherwise exacting
coverage of the day’s events. It noted that at the Exchange Hotel dinner the last toast was to
Gen. and ex-Gov. Henry A. Wise, and that he responded “in a few remarks of much beauty,
which elicited great applause.” It does not say anything about those remarks, although earlier in
the article the newspaper had gone to some length quoting the various clergymen, who were far
less noteworthy. Four days later the New York Tribune did reproduce part of his speech:
You call the cause lost; it is not lost. If it is lost, then the cause of civil liberty is
doomed, for it, too, is lost. There was a Paradise lost and a Paradise regained, and
there will be a Paradise regained in this country…I should not believe in God if I
did not believe that there is a special providence that would yet give victory to and
secure the triumph of civil rights in this country.121
In the larger excerpt, the speech is slightly ambiguous about whether Wise is referring to
eventual military or constitutional triumph, but the citation above clearly refers to the latter, i.e.,
the various states’ rights doctrines espoused by the South. It is also curious that numerous
northern papers quickly picked up on this item, but no southern ones did (at least not any in the
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databases consulted).122 Perhaps it was too controversial in the immediate aftermath of defeat to
report on a former Confederate general and leading secessionist saying that the cause “is not
lost.”
References to the Lost Cause continued to appear with even greater frequency and
usually in one of four contexts. A common use of the phrase was in connection with charitable
events. The Ladies’ Benevolent Society staged a musical at the Greenlaw Opera Building in
Memphis for “the gallant soldiers who lost limbs in the service of the lost cause.” Just a few
days later the New Orleans Times-Picayune described a “Grand Dramatic Entertainment” at the
New Opera House for the purpose of bringing home the dead “champions of the late and lost
cause” in order to rebury them. Apropos of the departed, an article entitled “The Lost Cause:
How to Bury the Dead” describes in detail a speech given by Gen. John L. T. Sneed for the relief
of Confederate veterans in West Tennessee. An Anderson Intelligencer article asked “Shall
Relief Be Afforded the Destitute?” with reference to Confederate widows and orphans, and it
concluded that “the true and worthy soldier of the ‘lost cause’ can never hesitate to raise his
voice in their behalf.” Finally, another Ladies’ Benevolent Society, this time in Raleigh, put on a
ball for “our brave men who suffered in the ‘lost cause.’”123
The phrase also appeared in the context of tournaments and fairs, which were another
means of raising money for charitable causes. Holding medieval-style jousts had been a part of
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the antebellum plantation culture, with documentation going at least as far back as 1845.124 Soon
after the war, this activity reemerged in order to support unfortunate former Confederates. The
Baltimore Sun reported on a tournament and fair in St. George’s County “for the destitute people
of the South.” One of the entrants was indeed a “Knight of the Lost Cause,” and the event
brought in the considerable sum of $3000. The Richmond Whig wrote up a “Tournament in
Chesterfield”; the afternoon evoked “the chivalrous days of Ivanhoe and knight-errantry.” Sadly,
there was no “Knight of the Lost Cause,” but the winner, the “Knight of Dixie,” was “plainly and
coarsely clad in the dear gray of our lost cause.” However, at a second tournament held near
Baltimore later in the summer, the winner was again a “Knight of the Lost Cause.”125
Another way in which people could use the phrase was attaching it as an honorific for
describing particular individuals. The Memphis Daily Avalanche went through a brief period in
which it did this in their blurbs about new businesses. J. S. Ramsay and R. J. Jeffress, two men
joining J. H. Gammon’s commission and storage company, had had “four years in the lost
cause,” as did Gammon himself. Capt. J. B. Blackwell, whose résumé included “his four years
hard service in the lost cause,” was joining Crews, Wilson, Bradford as a salesman. And Mr. O.
P. McDonnel, “a gallant soldier of the “Lost Cause,’” was opening a shoe store.126 On a less
commercial basis, “many voters” took out a small ad supporting F. C. Harris for “ordinary”
because he was disabled “whilst battling for our lost cause.”127 On a grander level, President
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Davis was, of course, a “martyr to the ‘lost cause.’”128 Ironically, it was left to a northern paper,
the Lacrosse [Wisconsin] Democrat, to use the phrase about the greatest of the Confederates,
Robert E. Lee: “no man of all the thousands who fought in behalf of the ‘Lost Cause’ has
conducted himself more properly and heroically.”129 Of course, there are many other references
to more average Confederate veterans as “champions of the lost cause” or “defenders of the ‘lost
cause.”130
Probably the most popular use of “the Lost Cause” was in the context of the dead and
memorial events in their honor, as already mentioned above with the observances in Richmond
in honor of Jackson’s death on May 10 and again on May 31. In fact, Caroline Janney has
argued persuasively that the work of Ladies’ Memorial Associations in the South gave impetus
to the entire Lost-Cause movement.131

The Memphis Public Ledger urged people to come out

to support a tournament whose purpose was to raise money for a monument to “those brave men
[who] fell for the Lost Cause.”132 On June 6, the Mobile City Council heard a similar request
from one Augusta J. Evans to appropriate funds for a statue in Bienville Square “in honor of the
faithful standard bearers of our lost cause.”133 There must have been a temporary lull in
Richmond’s ladies’ memorial activities, because the June 18 meeting was poorly attended; it was
to be rescheduled for the twenty-first for “all of our lady friends who feel an interest in the dead
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of the ‘lost cause.’”134 These examples are just a sample of what appears in the newspaper
databases used for this study; they do not include accounts that duplicate the same stories or
contain information that is not substantively different. The important point is that in 1865 from
April 11 to December 19, “the lost cause” appeared a mere five times in these databases; by May
1866, its use had become a commonplace.
As more and more people were incorporating the phrase into articles and speeches, E. B.
Treat, the book’s publisher, started a serious advertising campaign at the end of March 1866, to
hire agents to sell it by subscription. Some of these ads, like the one in the Nashville Daily
Union, started with a brief, ten-line description of the book. This write-up mentioned that it
would feature twenty-four “steel portraits,” claimed that it included “encouragement from Lee,
Johnston, Beauregard, Wise, and others,” and stipulated that it would be the “only official
Southern History.”135 Of course, the last claim, which would keep appearing in various ads, was
absolutely preposterous, as it implies that a Confederate government or some other body still
existed to certify it as “official.” In the databases consulted, these ads for sales agents appeared
in a dozen cities, five of which were in the North. Among the different types of publicity or
advertising discussed in this study, none of the others have as great a percentage of northern
representation as those seeking agents.136
One variation on “agents wanted” is of particular interest. Appearing below some of the
advertisements is a message directly from the author. It is entitled “The Lost Cause—A Chance
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for Ex-Confederate Soldiers.” After boasting about how much effort has gone into writing the
book, Pollard says,
It has occurred to me, knowing how many people there are in the South needy,
distressed, and desirous of employment—especially among soldiers of the late
Confederacy—to make known to them a chance for employment, viz: canvassing
for “The Lost Cause…I have requested them [the publishers] to prefer, as far as
possible, those who bore arms for the Confederacy, and those who have a part in
those glories which “The Lost Cause” seeks to commemorate.
This notice is intriguing because it is impossible to know whether it sprang from the author’s
civic-mindedness or the publisher’s cynicism. From what little we know about Edward A.
Pollard, private citizen, concern for the welfare of others was usually not of much interest to him.
In addition, most other ads for “agents wanted” for the book did not say anything about veterans
and even invited women to apply.137 Whatever Pollard had in mind, the appeal to veterans was
certainly a neat public relations ploy aimed at southern readers.
Of course, “agents wanted” ads in the North were different. Most usually had that
headline but then read as if they were primarily targeting potential readers, not salesmen or
saleswomen. The descriptions of the book were similar to what has already been said about one
in the Nashville Daily Union, but they were modified slightly for a northern audience. The
sectional pitch was of a more historiographical interest: “to correctly understand the great
struggle through which we have passed, we must have the facts and figure as presented by a
Southern Historian [to] arrive at the truth…as seen by both parties to the struggle.” The northern
ads did contain the same group of endorsements and claimed that this was the only “official”
history. At the very end was information on how to apply to become an agent. The publisher
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does not seem to have limited these advertisements to Democratic newspapers, which might have
been more sympathetic to the late Confederacy than Republican ones.138
With publication nearing, other types of notices about the book itself started to come out,
many of which were probably released by the publisher. Unlike the “agents wanted” ads, this
material appeared primarily in the South or pro-southern areas and everywhere from small towns
like Edgefield, South Carolina, to large cities like New Orleans, Louisiana.139 One type was a
small advertising blurb: “full and authentic account,” “twenty-four portraits,” “finely printed,”
“sold only by subscription,” and in some instances, “the initial pages have been received,” so that
readers could be confident that what the local paper was saying was accurate.140 Sometimes, the
paper added further details, as the Columbia (SC) Daily Phoenix did. In a piece entitled
“Valuable Forthcoming Work,” it noted that it had received advance sheets that “give evidence
that the work will be got out in the finest style of art.” It also noted that the local agent, Robert
Wilson, would be selling subscriptions “for this valuable work.”141
The New Orleans Times-Picayune was “indebted to the publisher” for a copy of the first
chapter. In a harbinger of things to come, the paper pointed out Pollard’s relentless attacks on
Jefferson Davis in his earlier histories of the war and “confessed that we do not like the tone that
pervades this opening chapter.” In fact, what Pollard said about “distinguished men” in general
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was “offensive and disgusting.”142 The Alexandria Gazette also received some specimen pages;
like the Times-Picayune, the editors disagreed with the tone of what they had read so far:
It is quite probable, judging from the specimen pages, that we shall not agree with
the author in his estimate of the character of men, or his opinions concerning
measures. But the value of the work will be in the details of the late war “drawn
from official sources.’” At least they thought that it would make a historical
contribution. In addition, they praised the “handsome” appearance of the
production.143 Although many papers were reacting negatively to Pollard’s often
harsh tone, some did not share that complaint; a blurb in the Vicksburg Weekly
Herald as the book’s publication date approached reported that “the work was
favorably noticed by us…and its appearance will be anxiously awaited.144
Several papers in the South received part of Pollard’s account of the failure to exchange
prisoners late in the war and the subsequent death of thousands of northerners at Andersonville.
Basically, he maintained that in early August 1864, the Confederate Commissioner of P.O.W.’s
Robert Ould offered to send north all sick and wounded Union prisoners, not only those at
Andersonville but across his entire system, without any stipulation as to the exact number of
Confederates to be exchanged in return. His Union counterpart, Gen. John E. Mulford,
forwarded the offer to his superiors, but nothing else was ever heard about it. By this logic, the
subsequent deaths of P.O.W.’s after early August were the Union’s fault, not the Confederacy’s.
The South was understandably defensive about Andersonville and was aggrieved over the
execution of its commanding officer, Henry Wirz. Pollard’s version of an offer that went
nowhere and was even substantiated by his “evidence” must have really come as the answer to
what had previously seemed incontrovertible. It is no wonder that of the various excerpts used in
southern papers, this one was the most popular.145 The one northern paper in the databases that
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reprinted an excerpt featured the evacuation of Richmond. Since at least one southern paper also
had that selection, it is impossible to draw any conclusions about that.146
Pollard wrote that he worked to finish up his manuscript on the evening of June 30,
1866.147 The Lost Cause is not is listed in the July 15 or August 1 issues of the American
Literary Gazette and Publishers’ Circular, which was the trade journal of the publishing
industry. However, it does appear in the August 15 edition. One of the southern ads mentions
that the book will be available in mid-August, so it is possible that it came out in New York in
the first half of that month.148 On the other hand, a July 11 notice in another southern paper says,
“This History has already been published in New York, and is now being published in
Charleston.”149 Because notices in the ALG are only good as a “date before which it would have
appeared,” Prof. Michael Winship of the University of Texas believes that the earlier date is
probably more accurate.150 The contradictory texts do leave a six-week window for when it
actually came out in New York, from July 1 to August 15; fortunately, the uncertainty is not
critical to this study.
The reviews, or perhaps more precisely the editorials, were generally unfavorable, as the
blurbs and notices had been; some of them appeared well before early August and must have
been based on the advance sheets sent out by E. B. Treat. A good example of a negative review
is from the Times-Picayune. After arguing that the title itself is flawed…the “cause” is not
really “lost” as long as President Johnson upholds the South’s viewpoint…the writer goes on to
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attack Pollard as a historian. He first directs his criticism at Pollard’s slightly earlier work,
Southern History of the War, which he claims was just a compilation of Richmond Examiner
articles. Then he goes on to attack Pollard’s bitter criticism of Jefferson Davis and other
“statesmen,” and concludes with the comment that the style is “crude and flippant.” The last
comment probably refers to the content and not the language.151 In a similar vein, the Alexandria
Gazette reprinted an article from the New York News.152 The review found fault with the same
tone that the Times-Picayune had objected to: denouncing President Davis as “weak and
bombastic” and Vice President Alexander Stephens as an “elaborate demagogue,” and even the
President of the Richmond City Council as an “ignorant grocer.”
The book also gave rise to a completely different but equally negative type of criticism,
historical inaccuracies and especially Pollard’s Virginia bias. The Augusta Chronicle reviewed
the book after they received a complete copy. In addition to disliking the carping tone, they felt
that Pollard was so biased that he should have confined his writing to “Virginia Generals,
Virginia soldiers, and Virginia statesmen” because if troops from any other states are involved,
“the whole credit is given to Virginia skill and Virginia bravery.” To illustrate this, they point to
his ignoring the contributions of Georgians at First Manassas, Cheat Mountain, Seven Pines, and
elsewhere. Then they printed a letter from a wounded veteran who had provided a copy of an
account that he had written detailing the defense of Fort Gregg and sent to Gen. Ambrose “Rans”
Wright. Since Wright was not present at that battle, it was merely to inform him of how the
Georgia troops had been slighted.153 Another negative review, also about Fort Gregg, accuses
Pollard of simply being inaccurate, if not biased. It appeared in the Jackson (MS) Daily Clarion
“Occasional Notes,” New Orleans Times-Picayune, June 17, 1866, 4-5.
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and Standard, which reprinted a “Letter to the Editor” from the Vicksburg Times. The writer,
who was also a veteran, objected to an excerpt from The Lost Cause about the same event. The
chief complaint of this detailed, one-column account is that Pollard gives credit to troops from
Maryland, Virginia, North Carolinian, Mississippi, and Louisiana, when it was really just the
Mississippians and to a lesser extent Louisianans who did the work of foiling the attack.154
The Baltimore Sun wrote a rare, favorable review. It began by noting that, as an editor of
the Richmond Examiner, Pollard was in a position both to collect important documents and to
interview decision makers in the government. It found his long review of the constitutional,
cultural, and social issues leading up to the war unnecessary because “they are familiar to every
intelligent American,” but it thought that the accounts of the battles were “a vivid and exact
painting of the act.” It also described his characterizations of people on both sides as “caustic,”
as almost every other review had done, and suggested that he was too close to events to be
impartial. “As a Southern view, it will form a valuable element for the composition of history”
until such time as feelings have “cooled” and a “final record” can be written.155
In addition to all of the ads for The Lost Cause, for agents to sell subscriptions to it, and
the reviews and editorials, the Pollard brothers themselves, both Rives and Edward, had had no
problem keeping their name before the public since January 1866. The one controversy which
concerned the book, as opposed to personal problems, involved a rival New York publisher, C.
B. Richardson, who advertised his forthcoming work as Pollard’s Revised Southern History of
the War. This work, eventually release several weeks before The Lost Cause and entitled
Southern History of the War, was a compilation of several earlier works written by Pollard and
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previously published by Richardson during the war and shortly thereafter. Richardson could also
capitalize on the subtitle of the authentic The Lost Cause, which was A New Southern History of
the War of the Confederates. In a letter to the New York News dated February 6, 1866, Pollard
first challenged the rival publication and especially the fact that Richardson was actually
referring to the Confederacy as “the ‘Lost Cause’” in his advertisements.156 Ironically, that
plagiarism was an early use of “lost cause” as a synonym for “Confederacy.” In any event,
Pollard was arguably the last person who would let such an obvious fraud go, and he kept
publishing various blurbs clarifying the issue.157
All of the other publicity centered around Edward A. Pollard’s brother H. Rives Pollard,
then the editor of the Richmond Examiner. The first incident involved shooting at two reporters
from the rival Richmond Enquirer in the Virginia state capitol (the erstwhile Confederate capitol)
on January 5th. No live people were hurt, but the statue of George Washington suffered a minor
injury, a marble tassel blown off.158 Several days later, H. Rives, who apparently had some
anger management problems, attacked a reporter from the New York Times, E.P. Brooks, who
had written a sarcastic article about the January 5th incident and was in Richmond at the
Spotswood Hotel.159 H. Rives should have stayed away from the Spotswood: a few weeks later,
at the dinner in early February referred to above, his speech offended the ranking federal officer
and chairman of the event, Gen. Alfred Terry, who then suspended publication of the Examiner
for disloyalty. Charges over the shooting were dropped, Brooks failed to appear as a witness in
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the second case, and Gen. Grant reversed Terry’s ruling and allowed the paper to go on
publishing as long as it remained loyal.160 But H. Rives could not stay out of trouble, and in June
he attacked Edward’s former brother-in-law, Samuel James.161
Each of these incidents made dozens of papers both North and South. Since the Pollards
were already well known for their writings, such unacceptable and bizarre behavior was
newsworthy, even in 1866. What makes all of this relevant to the present investigation is that,
for anyone who did not make a connection between H. Rives Pollard and Edward A. Pollard, the
newspapers often did. In describing both the shooting and the attack on Brooks, the
Philadelphia Evening Telegraph wrote, “While one Pollard is directing his energies to
perpetuating the gallant deeds of the chivalry, the other is endeavoring to secure immortality by
performing deeds of which his kinsman can write.” On that same day the Dispatch mentioned H.
Rives and felt compelled to add that he “was not the historian.”162
This chapter has established three facts about the phrase “the lost cause” and its
connection to the defeated and much lamented Confederate States of America. First, it did not
come from The ’45 of Scottish History and the exploits of Bonnie Prince Charlie. Rather, his
misfortunes were eventually dubbed “the lost cause” because of its use with reference to the
Confederacy. Second, prior to its simultaneous appearances on December 20, 1865, in ads for
the Tribune and the announcements of Pollard’s book, the term “the lost cause,” as opposed to “a
lost cause,” had almost never been used. Third, in the first six months of 1866 leading up to the
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book’s publication in July or August, the popularity of the phrase exploded, both in ads for the
forthcoming work and in general use across the spectrum of southern society; the two
phenomena are related, with the relentless advertising campaign for The Lost Cause undoubtedly
leading to the ubiquitous appearances of the phrase. In addition, the notoriety of the Pollard
brothers, H. Rives as well as Edward A., certainly raised the visibility of Edward A.’s book.
In spite of all of the evidence just presented, only a few historians have credited him with
this accomplishment, and most of them just in passing. None of them discussed the term or its
use in the context of the book. Paul M. Gaston wrote that Pollard “furnished the name for what
would become an obsessive Southern cult.” Roland G. Osterweis said that “while he may not
have been the first to use the term ‘The Lost Cause’ in reference to the Southern defeat, he
apparently was responsible for its currency.” (In saying “not the first,” Osterweis is not referring
to any other writer but to his mistaken idea that it was already a commonly used phrase because
of Walter Scott’s popularity.) Gaines Foster suggested that the book “gave title to postwar
Confederate activity.” Thomas A. Desjardins said that Pollard “created the label for this cultural
phenomenon,” and Matthew Speiser that he “probably coined the famous phrase with its title.”163
“Probable” indeed.

163

Paul M. Gaston, The New South Creed: A Study in Southern Mythmaking (New York: Alfred A. Knopf, 1970),
155; Osterweis, Myth, 11; Foster, Ghosts, 49; Thomas A. Desjardin, These Honored Dead: How the Story of
Gettysburg Shaped American Memory (Cambridge, MA: Da Capo Press, 2003), 111; and Matthew Aaron Speiser,
“Seeking the Roots of the Lost Cause: The Continuity of Regional Celebration in the White South, 1850-1872, (PhD
Diss., University of Virginia, 2008), 23. Caroline E. Janney, Remembering the Civil War: Reunion and the Limits of
Reconciliation (Chapel Hill: University of North Carolina Press, 2013), 136-37 and 346n12 would be a seventh, but
she merely cites Foster without adding anything else.

49

Chapter 3
Pollard’s Contributions
The antebellum South had its own highly developed set of values and beliefs. While the
phenomenon of regional thinking was not unique to the South, and to some extent may have
been a reaction to what Northerners had to say about it, it was certainly more prevalent there than
elsewhere in the nation. By the time that war broke out, the South had developed an elaborate
mythology encompassing the political, economic, social, cultural, and racial spheres. As a result,
the postbellum Myth of the Lost Cause had a huge reservoir of ideas to draw upon. In addition,
it was the established southern way of doing things to draw upon that reservoir to explain new
problems, such as the straits in which the former Confederacy found itself in 1865.164 Because of
this ingrained way of thinking, i.e., looking to the past, Pollard’s book was more a collection of
old beliefs than the introduction of new ones, except for instances when disappointing outcomes
in the war did not relate to anything in the existing reservoir and demanded new explanations.
Before investigating the contributions of the book itself, it will be helpful to lay out the
elements of the myth as enumerated by modern historians, from Connelly and Osterweis in the
late ‘60s and early ‘70s to the present. As already mentioned, prior to that time there had been
almost no recognition or analysis of the Lost Cause as a myth because it was largely accepted as
history. Gary Gallagher’s “Introduction” to The Myth of the Lost Cause and Civil War History
and the very next chapter in that work, Alan T. Nolan’s “The Anatomy of a Myth,” are
essentially a catalog of the myth’s components and an easy way to frame them. The first element
is what Gallagher refers to as the “correct narrative,” meaning an account that white southerners
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could interpret as being “correct.” it preserves a memory favorable only to their cause and their
actions.165 David Blight refers to “the movement’s effort to write and control the history of the
war” [his italics] and quotes the desire of the Charleston Survivors’ Association “to create a
Southern history.”166 The importance of only promulgating a version of history consistent with
southern orthodoxy is a major theme of both Gaines Foster’s Ghosts of the Confederacy and
Karen L. Cox’s Dixie’s Daughters, in which she shows how maintaining such orthodoxy was the
motive both for creating the United Daughters of the Confederacy and the reason for its success.
Cox also demonstrates that vindicating the war and the war effort was common to the texts
which received the Daughters’ imprimatur. Such vindication, while the major goal of “correct”
history, actually stands by itself as a second element of the myth.167
The next two elements are the commonly cited reasons why the war came. They also
form a pair, but not because they go hand-in-hand; to the contrary, they are historically
incompatible. One, the claim that the war was about states’ rights, refutes the other, the charge
that it was about slavery. Alan T. Nolan showcases the “it-was-not-slavery” argument as the
first of his “Claims of the Legend,” and he quotes Robert Durden’s statement that the slavery
denial became “a cardinal element of the southern apologia.” Blight reproduces Jefferson
Davis’s postbellum words that slavery “was in no wise the cause of the conflict, but only an
incident,” and he adds that this idea became a standard line in Confederate Memorial Day
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speeches.168 Foster finds the denial particularly true of Virginians, and Connelly and Bellows
agree with him.169 For advocates of the Lost Cause, the real reason that the war started was the
South’s defense of states’ rights. Blight quotes a December 9, 1865, editorial from the Richmond
Dispatch arguing that “the South had fought from ‘a sense of rights under the Constitution.’”170
Cox puts it most succinctly: “UDC members, as well as their male counterparts, wanted history
to record that the South fought the war to defend states’ rights, not slavery.”171 An important
corollary to states’ rights was the claim that secession was legal. As Nolan so neatly explains it,
“because the Constitution was silent on the issue, withdrawal from the Union was permitted.”
Blight sees this argument as central to the writings of both Jefferson Davis and Albert Taylor
Bledsoe; Foster would add the name of Alexander Stephens to create a Confederate Triumvirate
of constitutional apologists.172
The next aspect of the myth is a set of ideas that promotes an idealized, idyllic, and
largely invented memory of the antebellum South, which Nolan illustrates by comparing to the
world of Gone with the Wind before the realities of war start to creep in.173 The first element is
the loyal slave, happy to live in such a benign system of servitude. Foster refers to “the old-time
negro” [sic], and Nolan quotes William Piston’s phrase “the ‘happy darky’ stereotype” to sum up
this fiction. A corollary is that the South would have given up slavery anyway and did not need
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a war to force that decision.174 The next element of the invented memory is the universe in
which these contented slaves lived, the empire of fictional plantations, the social world of
virtuous ladies and honorable gentlemen. It follows that such a genteel, yet manly, society
fostered and idealized chivalry, which includes not only one’s behavior in civilian life but,
should the necessity arise, would also encompass the code of honorable behavior that one should
exhibit in warfare.175 This is the world that humbly referred to itself as “The Chivalry.”176
Most elements of the Myth of the Lost Cause can be paired with a specific opposite, and
the idealized, antebellum South certainly has its opposite, the course, barbaric North. This claim
relates both to Yankee selfishness and Yankee materialism. Nolan links it to the longstanding
ethnic idea that southerners came from Norman/Cavalier stock while northerners were descended
from Anglo-Saxons/Roundheads.177 An important part of this animus toward the North was the
southern view of the abolitionists, who were seen as being the fanatics primarily responsible for
causing the agitation that eventually led to war.178 Whether the problem stemmed from the greed
of the industrial class, expansion into the territories with no regard for the rights of slaveholders,
anti-slavery agitation, or all of them, the South saw the North as ultimately responsible for
pushing it into secession and thereby being the section responsible for the war.179
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The next aspects of the myth relate to white supremacy and overt racism. In the 21st
century, people would agree that antebellum southern thinking on the nature of African
Americans and African-American slavery was extremely racist, even if, at the time, whites in the
South might claim that they were doing the slaves a favor. In their thinking, the life of a pagan
in Africa, ignorant of Christianity, or the life of a wage-slave in the industrial North would have
been much worse than bondage on an idealized plantation. As already mentioned, the
postbellum memory of the “happy darky” rests upon such paternalistic racism. However,
another strain of thought on African Americans was not at all paternalistic, but virulently racist.
As described by David Blight, in the face of defeat and with their world “turned upside down,”
southern whites simply could not “abide the presence of assertive blacks.” Gone were the “oldtime darkies,” and the response to these emancipated former slaves was the open violence of the
Klan.180 Charles Wilson especially discusses this paternalism/Negrophobia dichotomy.181
The remaining aspects of the myth are concerned with the war itself and the nature of the
leading generals on both sides. The idea of the honorable, chivalrous Confederate soldier has
already been mentioned in the discussion of social myths. Although such behavior purportedly
cut across all ranks, it was obviously easier to see and more frequently attributed to well-known
figures than to the average “Johnny Reb.” Several modern historians have noted that in the case
of “Stonewall” Jackson and especially Robert E. Lee, this idealization has gone beyond praising
their chivalrous virtues to their virtual apotheosis. Not content with simply calling the latter a
“Christian Knight,” some southern clergymen went so far as to compare the agony of his various
decisions, such as resigning from the U. S. Army to fight for Virginia, to aspects of the life of
180
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Jesus Christ.182 This claim also has its opposite, and together they make for perhaps the starkest
and most famous of all of the Lost Cause pairings: Robert E. Lee was a secular saint and brilliant
soldier while Ulysses S. Grant was a butcher completely devoid of military skill.183 Since Grant
shared this lack of talent with essentially all Union generals, the only way that they could win the
war was by applying overwhelming force of numbers and industrial might.184 Finally, in spite of
such an imbalance, the myth tells us that Confederacy would still have won if not for the
incompetence (or worse) of James Longstreet at Gettysburg.185
To sum up, the components of the Myth of Lost Cause are first, an accurate history that
tells the truth about the Confederacy and vindicates the South’s effort. Next, the war was about
states’ rights, not slavery, and under the doctrine of states’ rights, secession was legal. In terms
of antebellum life in the South, contented slaves, who would have eventually been emancipated
without a war, lived on plantations run by virtuous ladies and honorable gentlemen. These
gentlemen, who were descendants of Norman warriors and Cavaliers, followed a strict code of
chivalry. Their opposites were the materialistic Anglo-Saxons and Roundheads in the North, the
worst among whom were the fanatical Abolitionists. White supremacy should continue with or
without slavery. Finally, southern generals like Jackson and Lee were skillful leaders eventually
overwhelmed by men and materiel utilized by inept generals like Grant. But in spite of any
imbalance in resources, the South could have won the war at Gettysburg if not for Longstreet’s
ineptitude. The study will examine what Pollard had to say about each of these claims; it will do
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so as much as possible in the order presented above except for the vindication and history
questions, which will be last.186
The Lost Cause is a standard, top-down, military history of the Civil War with a lengthy
opening section of approximately seventy-five pages devoted to the political background of the
1861 schism. Nowhere does Pollard write that the South seceded to preserve slavery. As we
shall see, the closest that he comes to that is reproducing part of a senator’s speech that does
mention it. Even in the discussion of South Carolina’s actions in December 1860, slavery does
not comes up. To be accurate, it does not come up in South Carolina’s own Ordinance of
Secession, either. However, South Carolina did publish a Declaration of Causes, which was a
seven-page explanation of why it decided to secede.187 It begins with three-and-a-half pages of
background on the creation and meaning of both the Declaration of Independence and the
Constitution, with an emphasis on states’ rights. Then the document switches to a specific
discussion of “Article 4,” the fugitive-slave provision, and how the northern states have
disregarded it. Next, it turns to “the right of property in slaves” and accuses the North of trying
to deny South Carolina that right. In all, the word “slaves” come up three times, “slavery” six
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times, and the euphemism “our domestic institutions” once. When it came time for Pollard to
write The Lost Cause, this pamphlet simply did not exist.188
It is instructive to compare the pages leading up to South Carolina’s immaculate
secession in The Lost Cause to his description in The First Year of the War, Pollard’s 1862
volume on that subject written long before the Confederacy’s defeat could be imagined in the
South. In The Lost Cause, the main issue with Lincoln’s inauguration and subsequent election is
that they resulted from “sectional animosity.” As Pollard wrote, “the analysis of the vote which
elected Mr. Lincoln showed plainly enough that it was a sectional triumph; and it was in view of
that ominous fact…that the South proposed to repudiate for herself the result of the election, and
to go out of [the] Union.” Then, three pages before the Carolina secession, he mentions “the
anti-slavery power,” “a party opposed to slavery,” and “anti-slavery sentiment.189
In The First Year, on the other hand, he writes about the 1860 Republican Convention
advancing “the worst designs of Abolitionism.” Moreover, Lincoln had been “supported by the
sympathizers of John Brown…and the worst enemies of the South.”190 The difference in choice
of words and subsequently the tone between the postbellum and wartime accounts is significant,
with “sectionalism” and “antislavery” in The Lost Cause replacing two much more emotionally
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laden terms, “Abolitionism” and “John Brown,” in The First Year.191 But the key difference is
the way in which this very experienced and artful writer structured his text. Instead of a threepage break between the slavery question and secession, The First Year reads:
The overwhelming pressure of the anti-slavery sentiment…brought her [the South]
under the domination of a growing fanaticism in the North, the sentiments of
which, if carried into legislation, would destroy her institutions, confiscate the
property of her people, and even involve their lives.
The State of South Carolina acted promptly and vigorously, with no delay for
argument, and but little for preparation.192
There is no hiatus, just a change of paragraphs between the obvious references to slavery
(institutions, property) and secession. The difference is dramatic.193
Five pages after he reports on the South Carolina secession in The Lost Cause without
mentioning slavery, Pollard does quote the farewell address of Senator C. C. Clay of Alabama,
who opened his remarks by protesting the “hostility of the North to the domestic slavery of the
South” and concluded by vowing that the people of his state would not submit to “manumission
of our slaves, and the admission of them to social and political equality.”194 Pollard was a
careful and deliberate author. The only explanation for this oversight—that he reproduced a
speech directly linking secession to slavery after skirting it in the account of South Carolina—is
that the rest of Clay’s address touches upon several other key issues that Pollard deemed worthy
of being included because he had developed them in his introductory section. Two of those that
were prominent in The Lost Cause are the manipulation of the Constitution by the more populous
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North and its relentless hostility toward the South. (Of course, it is possible that he just made a
mistake and failed to notice the ramifications of what Clay was saying about slavery.)
In spite of his downplaying the relationship between slavery and secession, Pollard’s
frequent references to slavery throughout the book prove that he realized how important the issue
was in bringing on the schism. The most telling example is probably his statement that “one
great cause of animated resolution on the part of the Confederate States was the development at
Washington of the design upon slavery.” He wrote these words in a general discussion of what
was happening early in 1862 and well before Lincoln advanced any plans to issue the
Emancipation Proclamation. They come immediately after one of his numerous criticisms of
Jefferson Davis. The message is clear to those familiar with the subtleties of Pollard’s style: the
thought of emancipation was so great a motivator for southerners that it would help them to
overcome any lassitude that they might experience because of their disrespect for Davis.195
Pollard was not the first writer to downplay slavery as the chief cause of the war. Bruce
Levine points out that the denial had arisen even during the war. When the Confederacy found
itself having to move toward recruitment of slaves to fill its dwindling military ranks, the claim
that the South did not secede for the purpose of preserving their “peculiar institution” started to
appear. Levine cites an April 17, 1865, letter to the Macon Confederate and Telegraph from a
certain “Woodson,” who wrote that “mere property in negroes [sic] was not considered a matter
of any practical moment.” More significant was a January 26, 1865, editorial in the Richmond
Enquirer, which amazingly claimed that “slavery has nothing to do with this war.”196 And on
February 10, 1865, the Richmond Dispatch wrote that “the North went to war upon the abolition
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of slavery, we for the maintenance of our rights.”197 All of these denials were from late in the
war and probably reflect a growing realization in some quarters of the South that it had to
reconcile with the reality of emancipation.
In this introductory section, Pollard was also interested in promulgating the standard
southern view of what the Founders intended the Constitution to provide for; according to this
thinking, the states’ rights just alluded to in the Dispatch article were certainly among those
provisions. As Pollard saw it, the Constitution established a federal form of government which
was never intended to be permanent. In his characteristically sententious style, he advises that
“there is nothing of political philosophy more plainly taught in history than the limited value of
the Federal principle…it is essentially not permanent.” He writes that “the second Union [the
nation since 1789] was created by states which ‘seceded’ from the first Union [the states under
the Articles of Confederation], three of which, in their acts of ratification, expressly reserved the
right to secede again.”198 His characterization is slightly misleading, in that the ratification bills
of those three states, Virginia, New York, and Rhode Island, refer to “reassuming powers” but
not seceding per se. In a long article on the ratification process in New York, Calvin H. Johnson
specifically notes that a key leader of the Anti-Federalists there, Melancton Smith, believed that
secession was not a right granted under the Constitution.199 As discussed in Johnson’s booklength treatment of ratification, in 1787-89 secession only meant the decision not to enter into the
new nation and did not apply to leaving because of unforeseeable future circumstances. 200

“Speech of Hon. John Goode,” Richmond Dispatch, February 10, 1865, 3.
Pollard, 33-34 (not permanent); 40 (ratification).
199
Calvin H. Johnson, “Impost Begat Convention’: Albany and New York Confront the Ratification of the
Constitution,” Albany Law Review (Summer, 2017): no pagination, accessed March 23, 2020,
http://bi.gale.com.proxy.lib.umich.edu/global/article/GALE%7CA524434102?u=umuser.
200
Calvin H. Johnson, Righteous Anger at the Wicked States: The Meaning of the Founders Constitution
(Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 2005), 160-61.
197
198

60

His sleight-of-hand with the ratification in the three states does show that Pollard was
doing everything possible to establish that secession was a right provided for in the Constitution.
Were that the case, the states which seceded in 1860-61 would then have done nothing illegal.
Two pages later he brings up the Virginia and Kentucky Resolutions of 1798-99 and introduces
John C. Calhoun. Pollard writes that “Mr. Calhoun was logician enough to see that the Kentucky
and Virginia Resolutions involved the right of secession. But he was not disposed to insist upon
such a remedy.” After explaining that times were different then and that Calhoun loved the
Union too much to resort to “Disunion,” Pollard suggests that the idea of calling a general
convention of states to decide major issues, a version of Calhoun’s “concurrent majority,” was
“beautiful and ingenious.”201 It was also an idea that could be used to justify secession. The
Nullification Crisis was arguably the moment when the relationship between states’ right and
secession coalesced, at least for Calhoun and his future adherents. For those subscribing to the
Lost Cause mythology, all of these constitutional questions are as convoluted as the Gordian
Knot. Pollard certainly illustrates that complexity here by presenting the events of 1832-33 in
his broader discussions of federalism, the right to secede, and states’ rights.202
For Pollard, “the great novelty of this Constitution [is] the association of the principle of
State sovereignty.…The Union, thus constituted, was not a consolidated nationality.…It was an
association of sovereign States.” Not only did the doctrine of states’ rights confer upon the
individual states the legal right to function in the manner of sovereign entities, but it had an
ethical benefit as well. States’ rights “gave the Union its moral dignity…that picture of the
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Union drawn by John C. Calhoun…a peculiar association in which sovereign States were held by
high considerations of good faith.”203 It is no coincidence that in the midst of this panegyric to
states’ rights and Calhoun, up comes the subject of slavery:
The two great political schools of America—that of Consolidation and that of
States’ Rights—were founded on different estimates of the relations of the General
Government and the States….We see, at once how it involved the question of
negro-slavery in the South. The agitation of this question was a necessity of the
Consolidation doctrine.204
As is true of most claims in Pollard’s book and subsequently in the Lost Cause mythology, this
political philosophy was a reiteration of theory that went back at least to Calhoun. The point was
not originality, but of collecting the traditional arguments and laying them out to make his case.
At this juncture, the start of “Chapter II,” the author ends the largely theoretical discourse
and begins a historical review of the slavery question from the colonial times up to secession. In
a top-down history like The Lost Cause, Pollard was not going to spend a lot of effort on
describing life in the antebellum South to the extent that a Thomas Page Nelson short story
would, but he did not hesitate to share his views on slavery, the ethical nature of southern
society, and the superiority of southern culture in general.205 Toward the end of “Chapter I,”
Pollard had declared that “the system of negro servitude in the South was not ‘Slavery.’”206 He
explains this point further in “Chapter II”:
But may we suggest here that that odious term “slavery,” which has been so long
imposed, by Northern writers, upon the judgment and sympathies of the world, is
properly applied to that system of servitude in the South which was really the
mildest in the world; which…elevated the African, and was in the interest of
human improvement…and bestowed upon him a sum of individual indulgences,
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which made him altogether the most striking type in the world of cheerfulness and
contentment.207
In less than a paragraph, the usually verbose author has presented his readers with a concise
summation of the alleged chief benefits of slavery, especially to the enslaved: it was a vast
improvement over life in Africa, and it offered a happy lifestyle in the American South.208 It is
also not an accident that, in the midst of a discussion of slavery, he manages to bring up another
favorite topic, namely, what northern writers have to say as opposed to the truth.
Immediately after the sentences quoted above, Pollard turns to criticizing northerners and
the North. In terms of his view of the ramifications of the slavery controversy, only “a few
thousand persons of disordered conscience” cared about the moral question.… It was “significant
only of a contest for political power,” because the two regions were “hostile sections and
opposite civilizations.” To be clear, the North was responsible for the enmity, but not because of
slavery itself. The problem was “the jealousy of Southern domination.” Such petty feelings
came naturally to a “coarse and materialistic” people descended from “Puritans, Roundheads,
and regicides,” as opposed to the offspring of Cavaliers in “the brighter climate of the South,”
drinking “in their baronial halls in Virginia.” For Pollard, this coarse, northern materialism was
actually the reason for the North’s pro-Union sentiment: because it eventually got to control
“tariffs and bounties, it saw the Union as the source of its financial well-being.”209
As with other such derogatory anti-northern characterizations, these ideas were not
original to Pollard but had enjoyed a long tradition in the South. Good examples are to be found
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in the Webster-Hayne debates of January 1830. Among the accusations levelled by the latter
were that northern industrialists wanted to “create a manufactory of paupers, in order to enable
the rich proprietors of woolen and cotton factories to amass wealth”; that they had lured slaves
away from the South only to let them languish in abject poverty in the North; that they were
hypocrites whose “false philanthropy” let them pretend to care about slaves while letting the
poor at home starve; and the undeniable charge that they had years ago profited from the slave
trade and still did from the cotton industry. Obviously, in the context of the looming
Nullification Crisis, Hayne also investigated, from his extremely biased Southern viewpoint, the
tariff issue. This was another subject of importance to The Lost Cause because it was such fertile
ground for expressing animosity to the North.210
To introduce the discussion of tariffs, Pollard first explained “the singular decline of the
South in population” and the ensuing loss of political power. He attributes the former to the
opening of the Old Northwest after the Louisiana Purchase and the latter to “the unequal
legislation of the Congress and the constant discrimination of the benefits of the Union as
between the two sections of the country.” This in turn resulted from “the great defect of the
American Constitution…that it rested too much power upon the fluctuating basis of population
[his italics].” Once the North obtained this unfair influence in the House, it started to legislate
with no regard for rival sections of the country and passed a series of tariffs that were beneficial
to itself but injurious to the South. As Hayne puts it, “The early history of the tariff makes a
plain exhibition of the stark outrage perpetrated by it [the North] upon the Southern States.”
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For some reason, Pollard spends a total of five pages on this preliminary, constitutional
explanation and the history of discriminatory tariffs. However, when he then turns to the subject
of the western expansion, he breezes through the territorial controversies from Missouri up to the
Compromise of 1850 in less than one page.211 He does devote about six pages to the KansasNebraska crisis, at the end of which he brings up another common southern complaint, namely,
that the South “was constantly enduring insult, was occupying the position of an inferior, and
was designated as the spotted and degraded part of America.”212 As discussed in detail by Don
Fehrenbacher, “degradation” had long been a loaded term when coming from the pens of
Southern polemicists, and it was not being used casually by someone like Pollard.213 By the time
of the Wilmot controversy, “degradation” and its companion term “equality” were buzzwords for
the North ignoring the rights of the South in disputes over the expansion of slavery. Almost as if
to illustrate the relationship between those concepts, on the page before he wrote “degradation”
Pollard had written that “the South struggled for the principle of equality in the Territories.”214
The upshot of all of this degrading treatment was that “the sharp and distinct issue of sectional
despotism was forced upon the South, and war precipitated upon the country.”215 In other words,
the North was to blame.
To Pollard and most southerners, the Abolitionists were the worst of all. From “a few
thousand persons of disordered conscience” they grew in influence to a point at which “the
Republican party__ popularly called the Black Republican Party__ was indeed identical with the
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Abolition Party.” The result was that “Abolitionism, in the guise of ‘Republicanism,’ swept
almost everything before it in the North and Northwest,” and it was also the ultimate source of
all of the insulting things written or said about the South. The Abolitionists’ goal, which
unfolded as the war progressed, was “for extending the contest to the extinction of slavery, and
punishing the ‘rebels’ with every conceivable means…In fact, this party cared nothing for the
success of the war unless it could be used for purposes of revenge…and a design upon their
institution of slavery.” To accomplish that program the North used men like John Pope, whom
Pollard singles out as “a tool in the hands of the Radical party” and “a violent Abolitionist.”216
Perhaps the most distinctive aspect of southern society, at least in the eyes of southern
writers, was “chivalry,” and Pollard has quite a lot to say about it in the context of the war. The
people of the South in general were “proud and chivalrous;” that was especially true of the
officer class. Among many examples, in the fighting around Lexington, Missouri, in September,
1861, a brave union colonel who surrendered “was afterwards treated with true chivalric courtesy
by Gen. Sterling Price, who induced him and his wife to become his guests, and entertained them
with all the hospitality at his command.”217 In early 1862, Capt. O. Jennings Wise, son of the
Virginia governor, was killed at Roanoke Island; the captain was “known throughout the South
for his talents, chivalric bearing, and modesty of behavior.” Turner Ashby was a man “whose
gentle enthusiastic courage, simple Christian faith, and royal passion for danger constituted him
one of the noblest and most beautiful types of modern chivalry.” At Fredericksburg, Generals
Maxcy Gregg and Thomas R. R. Cobb were killed; both were “men, who…had adorned the
councils of the South by brilliant eloquence and chivalrous sentiment.” Oher chivalrous officers
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included Wade Hampton, John Hunt Morgan, and, of course. J. E. B. Stuart, a “preux
chevalier.”218
It makes sense that the majority of the officers praised for being chivalrous were indeed
cavalrymen (and usually deceased), but the most outstanding use of that term has nothing to do
with horsemanship. It involves the famous naval battle between the Kearsarge and the Alabama
off the coast of France on June 19, 1864. After a brief but dramatic account of the battle and loss
of the Confederate raider, Pollard relates that the Union vessel was mysteriously undamaged by
numerous direct hits that it had sustained from the Alabama. Then he reveals why. The
Kearsarge was armored with chains hanging down her sides and then concealed with wooden
planking. In the parlance of chivalry, Pollard describes her as being “mailed.” He then quotes a
Richmond Dispatch article that said that “when a knight was discovered in concealed armor his
spurs were hacked off by the public hangman.” He goes on to conclude that “the Northern
public, however, could scarcely be expected to take so fine a notion” and feted Capt. Winslow of
the Kearsarge as if he were a great hero worthy of such honors.219 Osterweis cites this whole
passage as a prime example, if not the locus classicus, of the melding of ante- and postbellum
southern romanticism: “But nowhere is Pollard more faithful to antebellum romanticism…or
more prophetic of the future mood that would typify the Myth of the Lost Cause…than when he
describes the naval battle between the U.S.S. Kearsarge and the C.S.S. Alabama.”220
Chivalry was a virtue almost totally unknown to northerners. Thus, during his 1863
invasion of Pennsylvania, Gen. Lee, according to Pollard, carefully maintained disciple and,
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unlike the Yankees, prevented looting. In the author’s words, “The southern people were so
proud of their reputation for chivalry…that they were willing to sacrifice for it almost any other
passion of the war.” In fact, “the exhibitions of generalship, chivalry, humanity…have been
more largely on the Confederate side.” Certainly, the episode that illustrates the lack of chivalry
among the Union generals was the surrender of Fort Donelson on February 16, 1862. The
ranking Confederate officer, and the one left to surrender the post to Ulysses S. Grant, was
Simon Bolivar Buckner. The two had been close in California before the war and Buckner had
actually lent Grant money for part of his return trip. When Grant famously offered his old friend
no terms except “unconditional and immediate surrender,” Buckner replied that he was forced to
“accept the ungenerous and unchivalrous terms which you propose.”221
To Pollard, bad behavior was an inherent northern characteristic. Its military was
“famous for cheap heroes” and its soldiers “licentious” to the point of not even having respect for
the dead. In the passage just cited above about the invasion of Pennsylvania, he lists some of the
things that Union soldiers did in Virginia and Mississippi but Confederates would not do, such as
burning or robbing houses, stealing jewelry, or raping women.222 Of course, Pollard includes
numerous accounts of Union generals like Butler, Sherman, and Sheridan whose conduct was
certainly less than exemplary, but he ignores or minimizes instances of similar Confederate
misconduct. For example, he provides a vivid description of the burning of Atlanta and the
“atrocities” committed by Sheridan in the Shenandoah Valley, but he dismisses similar
Confederate actions with brief and almost innocuous comments made in passing, such as “a
raiding party…burned Chambersburg.”223 His explanation for why the Union and not the
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Confederacy was responsible for Andersonville, namely, that the Union refused to exchange
prisoners even if it benefitted from the numbers exchanged, has already been mention. Not
mentioned was Pollard’s argument that the prisoners themselves were responsible for the
horrible conditions at Andersonville because they did not maintain sanitary conditions and
order.224 It is not a coincidence that the chapter on prisoner exchanges is the longest in the
book.225 As Shakespeare said, “The lady doth protest too much.”226
Pollard almost always uses opposite standards to judge similar activity carried out by the
Union and the Confederacy, with the former being portrayed in the most pejorative light and the
latter in the most favorable. The burning of cities is one example. Another is the circumstances
under which various generals died. Describing the death of John Hunt Morgan, Pollard relates
that the general had surrendered and was apparently waiting to be taken away. At that point, a
Union soldier named Campbell rode up and held his gun two feet away from Morgan. Morgan
said that he was already a prisoner, but Campbell shot him in the chest. It is impossible to
reconstruct exactly what happened, but in other sources the incident is not as clear as Pollard
would have it. Ambiguity involves a number of issues, such as whether Morgan had indeed
surrendered before being shot and whether he was shot from the front or from behind. If from
behind, Pollard’s account loses the taint of cold-blooded murder that he is evoking because it
leaves open the possibility that Morgan was shot trying to escape. In fact, he had sworn the
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morning of his death that he would never allow himself to become a prisoner again. These
interpretations do not even include the inherent problem with partisan eyewitnesses. 227
By way of comparison, here is Pollard’s account of the death of General James
McPherson, the highest ranking Union officer to die in the war: “Gen. McPherson was shot dead
as he rode along the line.” Since McPherson was a well-known figure, and his death was a
critical event in the battle, Pollard almost undoubtedly knew more about it than he conveyed in
an eleven-word sentence. McPherson’s small party had stumbled onto a Confederate patrol
during the Battle of Atlanta on July 22, 1864. He was ordered to surrender, did not, and was
subsequently shot in the back as he rode away to avoid capture. It is what happened next that
was morally objectionable. Although the general was still alive, the Rebel patrol prevented a
Union staff officer from helping his dying chief and then they rifled his body as he expired.
Exactly what Pollard knew as he composed his book is impossible to say, but less than two
weeks after the event, the basic details had been published.228 (The reports did imply that
McPherson was already dead when his body was looted.) It was not incumbent upon Pollard to
write about an incident that showed bad Confederate behavior. On the other hand, that he
consistently chose to expose Yankee bad behavior is a prime example of Lost Cause thinking
and Lost Cause historical analysis.
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Among the various elements that went into creating the Lost Cause picture of the idyllic,
antebellum southern society, as well as the nature of the wartime experience, Pollard has the
least to say about two of them, the potential for voluntary emancipation and also the role of
women during the war. In terms of the former, he writes:
By the summer of 1864, however, the fate of slavery had, in fact, been sealed. It
probably could not have existed if the Confederacy had been established. It could
not have survived a return to the Union, even if no objection had been made to its
new incorporation there…All thoughtful minds at the South were convinced that
the institution had been too completely demoralized by the protracted duration of
the war, and the long presence of liberating armies and negro brigades in the South,
to be any longer a stable, a profitable, or a safe feature in the Southern economy.229
This statement, the only one on the subject in the entire book, is not quite the Lost Cause
argument that emancipation would have happened on its own, thereby making a brutal, four-year
war unnecessary. But it is the extent to which Pollard was willing to entertain the subject.
He also has very little to say on the role of women. Except for references to the Yankees
inflicting hardships of different types upon “old men, women, and children,” Pollard only has
two passages that fit the classic presentation of the myth. In the first one, he writes, “Many
families who had been reared in affluence and luxury, were in need of the common necessaries
of life. Young, delicate ladies often had to perform menial offices, such as cooking and washing
[because they had] lost their servants in the war.” His second reference is to an Army of
Northern Virginia General Order in April, 1864, that is garbled in the text (the type appears to
have been set incorrectly), but it reads in part, “You [women] are constantly present to our
minds. The women of the South bestow all their respect and affection on the heroes who defend
them.”230
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The idyllic South was founded upon racism and white supremacy, and the Lost Cause
movement became increasingly racist as time went on.231 By the standards of his day, though,
Pollard’s book was not unusually racist. For example, his main criticism of enlisting slaves in
the Confederate army was that it was coming too little and too late; he raises the issue more to
illustrate the ineptitude of the Davis government than to complain about the idea of black troops.
Like many others, he is very critical of African-American political equality and especially the
threat of miscegenation, but he was certainty not unique in those fears, either.232 It is telling that
when the question of emancipation for blacks involved some cost to whites, all of the old,
romantic theorizing about Normans and Saxons or Cavaliers and Roundheads was forgotten, and
the most visceral feelings about white supremacy resurfaced: “In the place of resurrected and
promised liberty to four million blacks, the North had the destruction of that liberty which the
past eight hundred years had awarded to the Anglo-Saxon race.” 233
All of these issues—the correct interpretation of the Constitution, the inequality of
national politics, the superior society and culture—were rooted in decades of southern thinking,
harvested by Pollard and then passed into the mythology of the Lost Cause. But one, big
question remained. How could the South, with its tradition of chivalry, tournaments, even makebelieve jousting, have lost the war? Since the South had never experienced such loss before and
prided itself on its military prowess, there was no readily available answer in the southern
intellectual tradition. But Pollard found two of them. His own, explicit explanation is that the
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South lost the will to fight and surrendered. He actually brings this up early in the book as a kind
of foreshadowing of what did happen. It is easier to quote the passage than to try to explain it:
In an intelligent view of the precedents of history it might safely be predicted that
the South, fighting on its own soil, and for it, and occupying a territory of more
than 728,000 square miles in extent…would be victor in the contest, however
unequally matched in men and the material of war, unless the management of her
affairs should become insane, or her people lose the virtue of endurance [his
italics].234
What Pollard is doing here is setting up Jefferson Davis to take the blame for the eventual
collapse of the Confederacy.235 Whether or not the loss of will has any validity, it is irrelevant to
the Myth of the Lost Cause. Not only did that argument gain absolutely no traction in 1866 or
later in the century, but it essentially would have eviscerated the entire myth. To accept
defeatism as any type of explanation is to imply that this superior society, endowed with the
philosophical, moral, and military advantage, was responsible for its own downfall. Pollard, in
spite of his contempt for Davis’s government and desire to speak ill of it, recognized that the
explanation for defeat had to lie elsewhere.
Like all the other arguments discussed so far, Pollard had ready-made sources (in this
instance contemporary, not traditional) to find that explanation. The South lost because it was
overwhelmed. To whatever extent it is valid, that is the explanation which was and is at the heart
of the Myth of the Lost Cause. It answers the military question simply and definitively. In that
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simplicity, it is a good example of Lost Cause thinking. It parallels for the real world the neat
theological explanation provided by southern preachers when were asked to explain the loss,
namely, that defeat was a discipline and a trial.236 An obvious source for being “overwhelmed”
is “General Order No. 9,” Lee’s farewell to his army: “After four years of arduous service
marked by unsurpassed courage and fortitude, the Army of Northern Virginia has been
compelled to yield to overwhelming numbers and resources.”237 The word “overwhelm” also
appears in newspapers in both the North and the South. From the start of the joint spring
offensives in Virginia and Georgia in 1864, it can be found dozens of times. Nor was it used only
to describe the armies under Grant and Sherman, but with almost any northern attack on the
invariably smaller southern forces. For example, Richard Taylor in Louisiana and Nathan
Bedford Forrest in Tennessee/Mississippi both had to contend with “an overwhelming force of
the invaders” and “overwhelming numbers.”238
Pollard uses “overwhelming” in a military context about eighteen times. Among other
instances, the enemy used “overwhelming numbers” or “overwhelming forces” against Price in
Missouri, Pierre Beauregard at Shiloh, Joseph Johnston in northern Virginia, A. P. Hill at Gaines
Mill, D. H. Hill at Malvern Hill, Jackson at Second Bull Run, and Taylor in Louisiana.
“Overwhelming” is just a word. What Pollard also does, which is more subtle and more
insidious, is to inflate Union numbers and minimize Confederate ones. A striking example of
this slight-of-hand is his prelude to Grant’s offensive across the Rapidan in the spring of 1864.
He puts Grant’s numbers at the river at 141,146 and the other forces in the theater, including
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Washington, at 47,751, for “a total of about 180,000 as the force which Gen. Lee had to meet
with less than 40,000 muskets [his italics]!”239 The O. R. puts Grant’s “present for duty equipped
on April 30, 1864,” including the 9th Corps and all cavalry, artillery, engineers, and provost
guards, at 118,769. On the other hand, Lee’s returns for April 20 were 63,984, not including
Longstreet’s Corp of about 10,000. Even Ewell’s and Hill’s corps by themselves came to just
over 46,000.240 So what Pollard has done is to take a figure for Union combatants, add
noncombatants like teamsters and cooks, add the other theater forces, and come up with 180,000
or 190,000 men. Then he took the figure for Lee’s two corps, subtracted about fifteen percent,
ignored at least 10,000 of Longstreet’s veterans whom he knew would arrive on the second day
of the coming battle, and came up with “less than 40,000 muskets.”
The casualty figures are treated in a parallel manner, adding to the Union and subtracting
from the Confederacy. In the example of the Wilderness, Pollard seems to enhance the
authenticity of the Union figures by breaking them down into “officers” and “men”, with a total
of 3288 killed, 19,278 wounded, and 6844 missing. He gets a figure of 27,310, but once again
his arithmetic is off; the correct sum should have been 29,410. On the Confederate side he has a
total “estimated at six thousand” wounded and “less than one thousand killed,” for a figure of no
more than seven thousand.241 In actuality, the northern total is 17,666, a staggering number but
far less than 27,310 or 29,410. Confederate statistics are always less certain, but a good estimate
is 11,000.242 With these fantastic disparities Pollard advances two arguments. First, the South
faced overwhelming and, in the final analysis, insurmountable odds. Second, with figures
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exaggerated for maximum effect, southerners, in spite of losing the war, “are the BETTER
MEN.”243
Pollard distorts statistics for several major battles, but the accounting for the Wilderness
is probably the most wildly incorrect. The gross inaccuracy here is not accidental. In The Lost
Cause, the battle comes immediately after the introduction of Ulysses S. Grant as the commander
of all Union forces, and Pollard uses the casualties to prove that his characterization of Grant is
valid. He describes him as “a man without any marked ability, certainly without genius,” who
has won at Donelson and Vicksburg “by numbers.” He goes on,
But he contained no spark of military genius; his idea of war was to the last degree
rude—no strategy, the mere application of the vis inertiae....Such was the man who
marshalled all the material resources of the North to conquer the little army and
overcome the consummate skill of Gen. Lee…His plan of operation, as he himself
described it, was “to hammer continuously against the armed forces of the
enemy.”244
Toward the end of the book, he sums up the relative merits of Grant and Lee: “…the Confederate
commander will be declared much greater in defeat than Grant in his boasted victory.” Pollard
was presenting here what would become the conjoined twins of the Lost Cause mythology, that
Grant had little or no military skill and that Robert E. Lee was the far superior general.
Pollard did not invent this portrayal. Grant’s alleged lack of ability was a commonplace
during the brutal spring and summer of 1864, and with that reputation he also acquired his very
derogatory nickname. For example, in an article entitled “The Butcher’s Flag of Truce,” the
Richmond Whig upbraided him for his delay in asking Lee for a flag of truce to allow Grant to
gather his wounded at Cold Harbor. In the process, the paper also reviewed what it saw as his

243

Pollard, Lost Cause, 729. Caps in the original text.
Pollard, 509-10. See also Simpson, “Hammering,” 148-51, who cites this reference and others in Pollard about
Grant’s performance.
244

76

incompetence in the Wilderness and at Spotsylvania Court House. Another article in the Mobile
Evening News of June 22, 1864, referred to “Grant, the butcher, who heartlessly hurls his men on
bloody defeat.”245 Pollard never uses the term “butcher” to describe him. However, by the time
that he would have started writing The Lost Cause in the second half of 1865, he could draw
upon an already rich tradition in southern journalism (as well as in the North) of upbraiding
Grant for generating unprecedented casualties in his own ranks.
These criticisms already existed in the newspapers, but Pollard appears to be one of the
first people, if not the very first, to publish them in a book.246 The degree of harshness was a
new tack even for him, since his characterization of Grant in his previous history, The Last Year
of the War, had a completely different tone:
His heart was certainly not a bad one, and his disposition was above most of the
little tricks of the Yankee General Grant had but little education, and was a man of
not much more than ordinary ability; but he had a Scotch pertinacity of character
which was a constant and valuable assistance in his military campaigns. As a
commander he possessed a rare faculty of combination. He was a man who
gathered his forces, who could “afford to wait,” who dealt deliberate and heavy
strokes; but he lacked that quickness of perception which decides single fields and
illustrates military genius.247
There is no good explanation for such a radical change. As mentioned in Chapter 1, in February,
1866, Grant had even reversed Gen. Terry’s order suspending publication of Rives Pollard’s
newspaper, so personal animus was probably not the motivation. It is possible that Edward A.
Pollard had just grown more bitter in the months between composing the descriptions of Grant in
The Last Year and The Lost Cause; the one in The Lost Cause certainly fits the far angrier tone of
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that book. As will become more evident in the discussion of Pollard’s interest in passing the
correct message on to posterity, it is also possible that he deliberately decided to recast his entire
account, including what he wanted to say about Grant, in this new, harsher manner. In any
event, just one other contemporary writer of books, William Swinton, appears to have presented
such a critical, if not as personal and bitter, picture of the Union commander.
William Swinton was a northern journalist who had reported on the Army of the
Potomac, and immediately after the war he wrote a history of that organization. Swinton signed
the preface “New York, April, 1866.” The two authors were completing their books at the exact
same time, and neither volume was in print early enough to have influenced the other one.
Furthermore, since there is no reason to believe that there was some unknown contact between
them, Swinton had to have come up with his characterization of Grant independently. Citing
Grant’s own words, he wrote, “General Grant has summed up his theory of action in a single
phrase — to ‘hammer continuously’; and his conduct in this campaign [the Overland Campaign]
ranks him with that class of generals who have been named Thor-strikers.”248 Although Swinton
has more positive things to say about Grant elsewhere, this passage was certainly not
complimentary. However, it is a far cry from Pollard’s vituperation. It is highly likely that
Pollard’s account, which dominated the historiography of Grant from the 1880’s to at least the
1970’s, was his original contribution. In the words of Brooks D. Simpson, “To a remarkable
extent, Pollard’s narrative prefigured the traditional critique of Grant’s generalship.”249 I would
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argue that Pollard’s narrative did not “prefigure the traditional critique,” it became “the
traditional critique.”
Another very important Lost Cause argument revolves around the crucial importance of
the Battle of Gettysburg. Were it not for the ineptitude of James Longstreet, the argument goes,
the battle would have been won, the war would have ended soon afterwards in a southern
victory, and the Confederacy would have gained its independence. This anti-Longstreet thinking
did not evolve or develop over time but was created by Jubal Early and several other Virginians
including William Nelson Pendleton and J. William Jones (the Lee Cult or Virginia Cult) soon
after the death of Robert E. Lee in October 1870.250 As Early expressed his judgment of the
battle, “if General Lee’s plans had been carried out…a decisive victory would have been
obtained, which perhaps would have secured our independence.”251 Ironically, although hostile
reviews of The Lost Cause in other parts of the South had accused Edward A. Pollard of being
too pro-Virginia, he was not a member of the Cult and, in fact, was shunned by it. Nevertheless,
he was probably the first person to promote the critical importance of Gettysburg, a cornerstone
belief of the Lost Cause mythology and at the heart of Early’s anti-Longstreet campaign.
Pollard opens his chapter on Gettysburg with the dramatic statement, “A single day
before the fall of Vicksburg occurred, far away, what may be emphatically entitled the most
important battle of the war [his italics].” The issue for this study is not whether that battle was
indeed the most important, but rather Pollard’s belief that if the South had won, the war would
have ended. He concludes his account, “Gettysburg may be taken as the grand climacteric of the
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Southern Confederacy.” He also quotes John M. Daniel, his former editor at the Richmond
Examiner, to the effect that “the Confederates were within a stone’s throw of peace.”252 With the
phrase “a stone’s throw of peace,” Pollard is referring to preparations that Jefferson Davis had
made to send Alexander Stephens on a peace mission to Washington. This activity was, of
course, in anticipation of a successful conclusion to the invasion of the North that would have
resulted in a victorious Lee on the loose somewhere between Washington and Philadelphia.253 In
view of what Early and his followers would later claim, it is important to note that Pollard in no
way blamed Longstreet for the unexpected defeat. In fact, he wrote that Longstreet “attacked
with great fury” on July 2, the day that the Virginia Cult would later consider the key to his
failure.254
In the immediate aftermath of Gettysburg, there is no indication that either side
considered it the turning point of the war. Gary Gallagher has documented the reaction to
Gettysburg both within the Army of Northern Virginia and across the South in general. His
study primarily investigates the first few months after the battle, but he does cite one source as
late as May 27, 1864. The feeling was that it was indeed a blow, but that the South had not
“incurred irretrievable damage.”255 What this means is that Pollard was, for the first time in his
entire study of the Lost Cause, dealing with a problem with no tradition, no antecedents, and no
references in southern texts, even if those texts were contemporary, such as the newspaper
accounts of Grant’s casualties or overwhelming enemy strength. A search of the papers from
May 1864 to mid-1865 confirms the status of Gettysburg as a serious but nonfatal setback, even
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as the end of the war grew closer. Terms used to describe it were “unsuccessful,” “failure,” and
“disastrous,” but the Wilmington Journal could actually write, “…immediately after Gettysburg
the times were darker than they are now.” The paper printed that less than three months before
Appomattox.256
One other southern historian writing soon after the war also believed that Gettysburg
ended the last, best chance that the Confederacy had for victory. James D. McCabe wrote, “Had
the invasion of the North proved successful, there can be little doubt that the Confederate
Authorities would have proposed an honorable peace to the North, and there is as little room to
doubt that the offer would have been accepted.”257 The difference is that Pollard was
characteristically more hyperbolic and almost undoubtedly more widely read. The only other
statement that Gettysburg was the crucial moment came from a northern source. John B.
Bachelder, the artist who became the first major historian of the battle, wrote a book about a
panorama that he had commissioned landscape painter James Walker to do. It was entitled “The
Repulse of Longstreet’s Assault at the Battle of Gettysburg,” now known simply as ‘Pickett’s
Charge.’258 Bachelder reports upon a conversation that he had with Longstreet himself in the
artist’s studio in 1868:
“Colonel, there’s where I came to grief.”
“Yes,” I responded. “I have called your assault, the tidal-wave, and the copse of
trees in the center of the picture, the high-water mark of the rebellion.”
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Bachelder’s book was self-published in 1870, and it is impossible to know who, if anyone, in
Early’s group was familiar with it. But, as will be shown later in this study, it is certain that they
were familiar with Pollard’s book and its dramatic characterization of the battle as “the grand
climacteric of the Southern Confederacy.”259 They just failed to credit him with it.
The remaining two Lost Cause topics are related. One, vindication, is in many ways the
driving force behind the movement, and the other, history, is the means by which that force can
be realized. In her masterful survey of the UDC, Dixie’s Daughters, Karen Cox argues that a
major goal of the members was vindicating their Confederate ancestors. They wanted to make
them into, not only Confederate patriots, but also American patriots. After all, they had gone to
war on behalf of the entire country, not just the South, to defend the Tenth Amendment and
states’ rights.260 The Daughters may have wanted to stress vindication, but the idea goes back to
The Lost Cause. In the advertisement bound into some copies of the 1866 first edition, the
publisher added a long blurb in fine print to the effect that the South needed an author “willing to
devote his time and talents to the vindication of his countrymen.”
Of course, before the war there was no need for vindicating secession and loss, but there
was nevertheless a precedent for Pollard to follow. For years the South had felt that it was on the
defensive and therefore in need of vindication on the slavery issue. This was probably related to
its antebellum sense of degradation, which was discussed above. In any event, this feeling led to
an ongoing effort to establish a separate southern individuality and southern nationalism. The
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sense of individuality was exemplified by tropes such as the Norman/Anglo-Saxon dichotomy
and “the Chivalry” in the antebellum period of southern ascendency. Referring to De Bow’s (and
thereby the South’s) version of the Revolutionary War, Jonathan B. Crider writes that “the
intensification of the slavery question…pushed southerners into a defensive position that
encouraged a distinct regional identity.” Anne Sarah Rubin summed up this attitude succinctly:
“Confederates, as a whole, cast themselves as a people apart.” When everything collapsed after
the Civil War, the combination of defensiveness and individuality was a fertile ground on which
the need for vindication could grow.261
The noun “vindication” occurs four times in the book, none of which are relevant to the
current discussion. However, several uses of the verb “to vindicate” are. For example, Pollard
has Jefferson Davis using it to conclude his farewell remarks to the Senate in 1861 when he
assured that body that “the seceded states” would ‘vindicate the right.’” Some people who voted
for Lincoln in 1864 did so for “[political] expediency, thinking to save the Union first, and
leaving it for a more eligible occasion to vindicate their attachment to constitutional principles.”
The “Conservative party” in Washington did not favor an unconstitutional policy of
Reconstruction; they simply wanted to “proceed…against the individuals who had resisted the
authority of the Union to test the fact of treason, and to vindicate the reputation of the
Government.”262 It is not a coincidence that Pollard links vindication to constitutionality in
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several of these examples. In fact, it was because of their defense of the Tenth Amendment that
the Confederate ancestors of the Daughters as well as the Confederate colleagues of Edward
Pollard should be vindicated.263
“Correct” history, the orthodox explanation of what the Confederates did and why they
did it, was the tool with which to effect all of this vindication. As with other philosophical and
social issues, Pollard had available a rich antebellum tradition of interpreting history with a prosouthern bias. This bias has already been mentioned in terms of De Bow’s and its take on the
American Revolution, but it certainly was not limited to that topic. For example, another article
in De Bow’s entitled “Our School Books” railed against anti-southern bias in northern textbooks,
especially on the subject of slavery. On the eve of the war, the Southern Literary Messenger ran
an article based upon the old Cavalier/Roundhead trope entitled “The Difference of Race
between the Northern and Southern People,” with the history of their different traits going back
before the Norman Conquest.264 Paul Quigley has investigated various writers and academics in
South Carolina during the 1840s and 1850s, such as William Gilmore Simms, Frederick A.
Porcher, and Thomas Hanckel. He summarizes their thinking as a belief that a nation’s history
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defines it, that the use of history could become a weapon in the sectional crisis, and that northern
writers were “distorting” America’s past.265 With this or similar lessons on how to approach
history, Edward A. Pollard set out to create the southern account of the Civil War.
The Lost Cause addresses the last of the three points, northern distortion of the true
history, several times. For example, in the discussion of John C. Calhoun and the Nullification
Crisis, Pollard refers to the “opinions” in “the shallow pages of Northern books.” Even worse,
these historians have deliberately misused words, referring to Calhoun as a “Disunionist,” calling
a war which was brought on “by Northern insurgents against the Constitution” a “southern
rebellion,” and substituting the inflammatory term “slavery” for “negro servitude.” In addition,
“It has been a persistent theory with Northern writers” [that slavery was responsible for the
decline in southern population and industry], “but this is the most manifest nonsense that was
ever spread on the pages of history.” Since his book was published only fifteen months after the
war, there were not enough northern histories of the war for Pollard to criticize, but he did aim
his barbs at northern accounts of the sectional strife leading up to it.266
Pollard’s primary interest was in a melding and a modification of Quigley’s first and
second points. He wanted to insure that the Confederacy would be remembered correctly so that
it would be defined correctly. In turn, an accurate definition would be a weapon in the
postbellum sectional war, not of armies, but of ideas. Victory in that fight would be the
vindication of what the Confederates had done and why they did it, as has already been
discussed. He is always conscious of the future and throughout the book makes references to
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what history will ultimately prove, such as its judgement of Sherman, who “will scarcely be
known in future and just history, further than as the man who depopulated and destroyed Atlanta
[and] essayed a new code of cruelty in war.”267 However, his most direct statement on the
importance of history and its role in preserving the values of the Confederacy is not in these
passing criticisms of individual northerners but in the concluding pages of his massive book.
Not coincidentally, the discussion of history immediately follows his last discourse on the
attack on states’ rights under Reconstruction: “Now a ‘war of ideas’ is what the South wants and
insists upon perpetrating.” Here he invites a continuation of sectional strife, not to determine the
extent and future of slavery but rather for “the honourable [sic] conquest of reason and justice.
In such a war there are noble victories to be won, memorable services to be performed, and
grand results to be achieved. The Southern people stand by their principles.” Supposedly, those
principles are what define the South, the erstwhile nation called the Confederacy. He then
explains that, in addition to those political principles, the South enjoyed a higher intellectual
existence, “their literature, their former habits of thought, their intellectual self-assertion.” And,
whether or not we agree with it, here is the fundamental message of The Lost Cause and the
movement that borrowed its title: “The war has left the South its own memories, its own heroes,
its own tears, its own dead. Under these traditions, sons will grow to manhood, and lessons sink
deep that are learned from the lips of widowed mothers.”268
Several modern historians of the South or of the Lost Cause have pointed to these
concluding pages as Pollard’s most important contribution to the mythology. Rollin G.
Osterweis says that, in its conclusion, the book “indicates the mythic terms into which the
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military struggle would be transferred”; he then proceeds to quote two dozen lines from the
paragraphs on the “war of ideas.” Paul M. Gaston refers to Pollard’s warning not to surrender
southern culture despite the military loss and calls it a “jeremiad.” He also says that the response
to this “somber augury of 1866… created a historical tradition.” James C. Cobb points to a
further spate of warnings in this same concluding section, where Pollard says that “it would be
immeasurably the worst consequence” if “the South should lose its moral and intellectual
distinctiveness as a people, and cease to exert its well-known superiority in civilization.” Jack
Maddex thinks that at the time that he was writing The Lost Cause, Pollard was primarily
concerned with “preserving the South’s cultural identity when he call for a ‘war of ideas.’”
David Blight and Charles Reagan Wilson cite the same “war of ideas”; the latter says that
“Pollard called for such a war to retain the southern identity.”269 As we have seen, Pollard has
not gotten much attention in contemporary scholarship, but here are six modern historians citing
the same two pages at the end of The Lost Cause for the importance of its ideas on the South and
historical memory.
This chapter has investigated the various elements of the Myth of the Lost Cause and
what Pollard has to say about each of them. In keeping with the traditional way that southerners
approached intellectual endeavors, he turned to an established body of thinking that had been
laid out and was readily available to him in books, articles, published speeches, and even
newspapers. It was not at all incumbent upon him to be original with questions that had enjoyed
certainty in the South for decades. Two tropes of the mythology, that the South would have
emancipated the slaves without a needless war and the importance of women in southern society,
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received little attention in this top-down history. Of the three which directly involved military
questions, the idea of the Confederacy being overwhelmed was already out and had credence by
the time that the war ended. Another one, that Grant was a talentless butcher who could not
compare to Lee, had frequently appeared in newspapers; it emerged in book form for the first
time with the simultaneous publications of Swinton and Pollard. Characteristically, Pollard’s
account was the more acerbic one. Finally, Pollard almost certainly introduced the idea that with
Gettysburg, the Confederacy lost its last, best chance for victory. When James McCabe wrote
essentially the same thing, he was far less dramatic and far less definitive. As we shall see in the
next chapter, what Pollard said about all of these elements of the myth reached a much greater
audience than any other writer in the first cohort of Lost Cause apologists.
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Chapter 4
The Influence
The Lost Cause was almost certainly responsible (along with the Tribune ad) for the
explosion in the use of that term meaning a nostalgic view of the defeated Confederacy and an
idyllic memory of an antebellum southern society that never existed. In addition, the book
contained almost all of the tropes that became part of the rapidly evolving myth. This chapter
will investigate the extent to which the book contributed to popularizing the elements of the
myth just as it had popularized the term “the lost cause.” These ideas had existed in southern
thinking and society long before the war and continued to come up during the war. Pollard
collected them and transformed them into one body of thought. If we cannot determine precisely
how people’s thinking on these issues evolved because of his book, we can at least get some
sense of its influence by its popularity (sales) and penetration (cited by others).
Most modern historians have not credited Pollard with making a significant contribution
to the development of the mythology. Some have acknowledged that he may have coined the
term, and several have at least cited his emphasis on the importance of history for preserving the
“correct” memory of the Confederacy. However, most do not afford him a special place in the
pantheon of the Lost Cause. Among the southerners in the very first group to write treatises
about the war, David Blight mentions Alfred Taylor Bledsoe and Robert L. Dabney, along with
Pollard, as three “predecessors upon whose work [Jefferson Davis] built his mystical defense of
the Confederacy [in 1881].”270 Gaines Foster minimizes Pollard, writing that the works of
Bledsoe, Dabney, and former Vice President Alexander H. Stephens were more significant in
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shaping the Confederate tradition, here meaning the Lost Cause tradition. Referring to the first
two, who had been undersecretary of war and Stonewall Jackson’s chaplain, respectively, he
does acknowledge that they were “less well-known than Pollard.”271 Perhaps his choice was
influenced by the fact that their books, but not Pollard’s, were approved by the UCV History
Committee in 1896 and the UDC History Committee in 1904, although none of the three
received any special mention among the 68 and 108 books that made those lists, respectively.272
I will argue three points in rebuttal to Prof. Foster. First, all three of the books mentioned by him
had a much narrower purview. Second, to the extent that it can be determined, Pollard’s sales
were vastly greater. Third, The Lost Cause was cited or mentioned much more frequently in the
next half-century than either Bledsoe or Dabney and was on a par with Stephens.
Bledsoe’s book was Is Jefferson Davis a Traitor; or Was Secession a Right Previous to
the War of 1861? The title almost answered the question for any southerner interested in reading
it when it came out in 1866. The book is basically a more detailed discussion of the first
seventy-five pages of Pollard, his review of constitutional issues, tariffs, and northern
constriction of the rights of the southern states. For example, Bledsoe spends almost a hundred
pages just on the writing of the Constitution; Pollard used twelve. Bledsoe does acknowledge
the importance of history both in framing how secession is to be remembered and also for
vindicating it:
The sole object of this work is to discuss the right of secession with reference to the
past; in order to vindicate the character of the South for loyalty, and to wipe off the
271
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charges of treason and rebellion from the names and memories of Jefferson Davis,
Stonewall Jackson, Albert Sydney Johnston, Robert E. Lee, and of all who have
fought or suffered in the great war of coercion.273
However, the book is not in any way an account of the war, and none of those generals appear
again. There is no Grant, no Gettysburg, “overwhelmed” only appears in the context of House
votes, and “chivalrous” is used once to describe Clay and Calhoun. In other words, Is Jefferson
Davis a Traitor could not have had the wide appeal of a general history like The Lost Cause.
Bledsoe self-published his work and still had 400 unsold copies left in 1876.274 There do not
seem to have been any other editions except for much later reprints in 1907 and 1915, when the
initial, half-century impetus of the Lost Cause movement was finally coming to an end.275
The second work that Prof. Foster mentions is similar in its limited scope. Robert L.
Dabney’s A Defence of Virginia, which was published a year after Pollard and Bledsoe, starts
with a nod to the importance of truthful history: “History will some day [sic] bring present events
before [Truth’s] impartial bar.” Of course, Dabney means history as it pertains to Virginia.
There is no discussion of military issues or the right of secession; the Constitution comes up only
in terms of the slavery articles. Most of this three-hundred page work is a defense, not of
Virginia, but of slavery, including slightly more than one hundred pages on the biblical defense.
(“Was Christ Afraid to Condemn Slavery?”) However, there is a long chapter on plantation life
replete with “chivalrous gentlemen,” “ladies eminent for…grace, for purity and refinement,” and
“Southern slaves [that] are three times as prosperous, contented, happy, and moral as Northern

273

Albert Taylor Bledsoe, Is Jefferson Davis a Traitor; or Was Secession a Right Previous to the War of 1861?
(Baltimore: Albert Taylor Bledsoe, 1866), (v). See also Terry A. Barnhart, Albert Taylor Bledsoe: Defender of the
Old South and Architect of the Lost Cause (Baton Rouge: Louisiana State University Press, 2011), 170.
274
Barnhart, Bledsoe, 184-85.
275
John J. Hood, “The Book ‘Is Jefferson Davis a Traitor?,’” Confederate Veteran 11 (1903), 463, contains a letter
praising Bledsoe and mentioning an edition from Advocate Publishing Co., St. Louis in 1879. There is no other
reference to this printing in any of the standard bibliographic sources or in Barnhart’s biography.

91

free blacks.”276 This book also had just one edition. One reason might have been that
postbellum apologists in general were disclaiming slavery as the reason for secession. Even if
they waxed nostalgic in novels about its many alleged benefits in the idyllic days of plantation
society, they were not embracing it in book-length treatises justifying their actions.
The third book, Alexander H. Stephens’s two-volume A Constitutional View of the Late
War between the States, was written as a series of imaginary “colloquies” or dialogues between
the author and several legal experts.277 As a reviewer said of the first volume, it is not primarily
a history but a discussion of “principles,” with the key issue being the difference between the
“federal” and “national” philosophies of establishing government.278 In both volumes Stephens
says that slavery may have been the “occasion” of the war and secession, but the “Causa
Causans” was “state sovereignty.” He has nothing on antebellum society or the southern ethos
(chivalry, etc.), but, like Pollard, he writes that southern slavery was not classic slavery because
of all the rights that the slaves enjoyed. The second volume has more material on the history of
the war, usually but not always limited to wartime activities in which Stephens was involved.
For instance, he brings up Gettysburg, not as an account of the battle, but in reference to his
abortive peace mission cut short by Confederate defeat there and at Vicksburg. General Lee is
“the noble Confederate Chief,” but there are no Cavaliers, no one is “chivalrous,” and “chivalry”
only appears in the lyrics to Maryland, My Maryland. “Overwhelmed” or “overwhelming”
appears just twice.279 Like the other two books advanced by Foster as being more influential
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than The Lost Cause, there was only a single edition of A Constitutional View. If several
reviewers found Pollard bitter or biased, at least one found Stephens’s dialogue structure
“tedious.”280
In contrast to these three books, each of which had but a single, 19th century edition, The
Lost Cause went through at least seven, not including modern reprints.281 After introducing it in
1866, E. B. Treat, the publisher, issued a “new and enlarged” edition the following year. This
one contained a brief chapter explaining why “Negro suffrage” was a bad idea, and it had an
appendix justifying Pollard’s harsh stance on Jefferson Davis, which had raised a storm of
criticism. All subsequent editions, except the French one published in Louisiana in 1867,
included this additional material. As noted in the Introduction, the 1867 edition had a blurb
claiming that 53,000 copies had already been sold. Unfortunately, unless the records of a
particular publishing house happen to survive, as Tichnor and Fields’s do, there is no other way
to determine these numbers, and the publishers’ blurbs remain our only source of information.282
Just a year later in an 1868 ad for The Lost Cause Regained, Treat claimed that sales for The Lost
Cause had reached 100,000.283
Modern students of the history of American publishing do not agree on exactly what sales
number constituted a best seller in the 19th century. Judging by the number of editions and sales
figures cited by E. B. Treat in its own blurbs, Michael North, Head of Reference and Reader
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Services at the Library of Congress, thinks that The Lost Cause “came out by the tens of
thousands per printing,” even if the figure of 53,000 in just the first year is exaggerated.284
James Green, Librarian of the Library Company of Philadelphia, thinks that it might have sold
75,000 by 1871, the last year before a nine-year printing hiatus until 1880, and that it kept agents
continuously in the field for those first five years.285 To put these numbers in perspective, Uncle
Tom’s Cabin, the biggest seller of the 19th century, sold about 310,000 copies in its first year and
well over 400,000 by 1890; The Personal Memoirs of U. S. Grant was next at over 300,000.286
Among more conventional best sellers, John S. C. Abbott’s The History of the Civil War in
America, the first volume of which came out in 1863, may also have reached the 300,000 mark
by 1867; Greeley’s 1864 work, The American Conflict, sold around 125,000 by the spring of that
same year.287
All of the above were aimed at a northern audience. For this study, it is necessary to look
at the book trade in the South, the primary market for The Lost Cause and where it was
resonating even before its release. The best-selling book there during the war was Macaria, a
novel by Augusta Jane Evans with sales of about 20,000 copies.288 In 1859, before any wartime
difficulties with the supply of paper or disruption of the economy in general, the same author’s
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Beulah did around 25,000.289 After the war, J. William Jones’s book on Robert E. Lee sold
20,000 copies.290 It is also important to remember the disparity between the northern and
southern populations and, subsequently, the size of the book-buying public. Even if we assume
that every white person in the Border States sympathized to some extent with the Confederacy,
the North still had almost three times as many white people and potential book-buyers as the
South did. (This arithmetic assumes that very few recently emancipated persons would have had
the means or the interest to buy a copy of The Lost Cause.) Pollard did sell in the North, but his
extreme pro-southern bias probably hampered the total sales there.
Because we have the memoirs of a woman who made her living selling books by
subscription, we can get a sense of what the initial sales were like in real time. Annie Nelles,
who was from Atlanta but left when the war began, was working in the Indianapolis area when
The Lost Cause came out. She writes that she sold fifty copies in the first two weeks; along with
the sale of photographs, this was significant enough for her to describe her business as
“flourishing.” To put that number in perspective, her best seller was The General History of
Freemasonry in Europe. She sold a hundred copies of that, but only because the mayor of
Indianapolis was a Mason who introduced her to other members of the fraternity until she had
established a Masonic network. When she travelled back to Atlanta to settle some family
business, she declined to take The Lost Cause for reasons that she does not specify. However,
while in Atlanta she writes of her distaste for what the southern leaders had caused, in addition to
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noting the economic devastation. It is possible to infer that she saw Pollard’s book as justifying
all of that destruction; she certainly had no objection to selling it to northerners in Indiana.291
The final way in which to judge the importance of Pollard’s book to the Lost Cause
movement is by its penetration, the number of former Confederates who read it and were familiar
with it, whether or not they approved of it. Dr. Samuel Johnson eloquently said, “There is
nothing more dreadful to an author than neglect; compared with which, reproach, hatred, and
opposition are happiness.” Less eloquently but more famously, P. T. Barnum or someone else
admonished, “Say anything you like about me, but spell my name right.”292 Pollard would have
agreed with either statement wholeheartedly. With the release of the book in the summer of
1866, the reviews in the journals were mixed, much like the newspaper reviews of the
prepublication excerpts discussed at length in Chapter 1. The Old Guard objected to the idea
that the “cause” was “lost.” DeBow’s found Pollard’s work “an able and valuable one,” but did
“not agree with him in many of his strictures upon men and measures.” Even a pro-northern
monthly, Hours at Home, felt that he was “very severe on Jefferson Davis.” On the other hand,
that journal also found the history to be “partisan” and “sectional.”293
References to The Lost Cause started to appear almost immediately in the writings of
southerners, and a basic pattern soon emerged. If Pollard had written anything negative about an
individual or had allegedly not given his military unit sufficient credit, that person was critical of
him and his book; most others simply referred to it as a source with or without editorial
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comments. A very early example is McCabe’s Life and Campaigns of General Robert E. Lee,
which also appeared in 1866. There are four separate, matter-of-fact references to The Lost
Cause. Even in terms of Jefferson Davis, of whom McCabe is also highly critical, there is no
mention of Pollard’s well known antipathy.294 The next year William P. Snow also cited Pollard
in his book Lee and His Generals. In addition to using two earlier Pollard works, The First Year
of the War and The Second Year of the War, he lifts the garbled “exhortation” to Lee’s army sent
from the “women of the South” verbatim as it appears in The Lost Cause.295
The two foregoing references to Pollard were completely nonjudgmental. However,
more serious criticism soon began with a number of articles in the Land We Love, the monthly
magazine published and edited by former Confederate General D. H. Hill, hardly known for his
affability. The first, relatively mild example came from Gen. Benjamin Humphreys, William
Barksdale’s successor as commander of the famous Mississippi Brigade. As we noted with some
of the letters to newspapers when excerpts of the book started to come out in 1866, Humphreys
complained about what he saw as Pollard’s slighting his regiment at Fredericksburg; he also
included Dabney’s account in this criticism. He objected to the latter’s use of the word
“surprised” and to the former’s use of “flanked,” which Humphreys thought also implied
surprise. He opens his article with the gentle but telling comment that both Pollard and Dabney
were too biased in favor of Virginia’s troops and characterizes each of them as follows, perhaps
with tongue-in-cheek: “I admired and excused the devotion, and partiality of Dabney for his
illustrious Chief [Stonewall Jackson]—and I was entertained by the brilliant fancy of Pollard.”296
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A few months later D. H. Hill chimed in with charges that were neither gentle nor
tongue-in-cheek. The article was entitled “The Lost Dispatch,” so the reader is prepared, not
only for a denial that he lost a critical document that could have resulted in the piece-by-piece
destruction of Lee’s army, but also for an attack on the historian making that charge, Edward A.
Pollard.297 Hill opens his diatribe by misrepresenting a generally favorable review in the Old
Guard that had called Pollard to task only for being too hard on Jefferson Davis, a frequent
criticism. He then denies that he lost the order, criticizes Pollard’s characterization of him as “a
vain and petulant officer,” and brings up the fact that Pollard never served in the army. Hill
boasts that he had “not read a single line” of the book until a friend brought this subject to his
attention. He also objects to Pollard’s account of his actions at Malvern Hill. Throughout the
article Hill refers to him as “Mr. E. A. Pollard,” which may be a subtle reference to the way in
which Robert E. Lee had contemptuously referred to “Fighting Joe” Hooker as “Mr. F. J.
Hooker.” For this investigation of the book’s penetration, Hill’s most interesting comment is, “I
have received a large number of letters from Southern officers, pronouncing Mr. E. A. Pollard's
book to be a libel upon history.” Gen. Hill’s disapproval is telling. A “large number” of people
were reading the book.
The very next month a former Confederate soldier named Robert E. Park, who had served
in Rodes’s brigade, took issue with The Lost Cause because Pollard had not sufficiently credited
the actions of the 12th Alabama Regiment at Seven Pines and instead had given too much credit
to some Virginia regiments. This is obviously another example of the claim of bias that kept
coming up from non-Virginians. Park also lamented the fact that the book had “obtained so
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extensive a circulation in the Southern States.”298 Once again, as we just saw with D. H. Hill,
there is the acknowledgment that the book was selling well in spite of the fact that the writer
disagreed with it and thought that the success was undeserved.
Then, a year later came Jubal A. Early’s article “Popular Errors in Regard to the Battles
of the War.” Early, Robert E. Lee’s “bad old man,” enjoyed a reputation similar to Hill’s for
being less than convivial, and, like Hill, he had come under Pollard’s scrutiny for his disastrous
Valley Campaign of 1864. At the end of an article primarily about First Manassas (1861), Early
wrote, “Of all the writers on the war, none have perpetrated greater blunders as to facts, or
delivered more presumptuous and erroneous judgments on military operations, than Mr. Edward
A. Pollard, author of a book which he styles ‘The Lost Cause.’” He then goes on to reproduce
part of an advertisement from E. B. Treat, the publisher, in which Treat did indeed make the
false claim that Lee and other generals had endorsed it.299 Interestingly, in his account of First
Manassas, Pollard had mentioned Early twice and in each instance was completely matter-of-fact
and nonjudgmental. We can only assume that Early’s real problem was with what Pollard had to
say elsewhere in the book about his performance in 1864, not in 1861.
There is one other intriguing passage in Early’s work that could relate to Pollard. In his
address to the Third Annual Meeting of the Survivors Association of the State of South Carolina,
he wrote, “With an army of very near 200,000 men, with the reinforcements that were brought
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up, all of Grant's plans were thwarted and defeated by an army of less than 50,000 men.”300 Two
months later he substituted figures that apparently came from an old report of Stanton’s:
By the 1st of May, Grant had accumulated an army of more than one hundred and
forty-one thousand men on the North of the Rapidan; and General Lee s army on
the South bank, including two of Longstreet s divisions, which had returned
from Tennessee, was under fifty thousand men, of all arms.301
Unless there is something else in some unpublished Early archive, there is no way to know what
happened in the two months between these two speeches to explain the change in the numbers.
However, the only historian approaching the two hundred thousand range for Grant’s army was
Pollard, who said one hundred and eighty thousand but whose numbers actually added up to one
hundred and ninety. Early’s potential use of Pollard as his source is significant, because it would
show that even the most bitter critics of The Lost Cause were reading it and not just checking the
appearances of their own names on the advice of someone else, as D. H. Hill claimed.
The negative comments, usually made in passing in magazine articles, continued. Robert
L. Dabney took a swipe at Pollard over the idea of the cause having been “lost.” He added, “We
have heard of but one writer among them who adopts that term; and the rest dissent very
energetically against the mistake of taking him as the exponent of either their ideas or history.”302
With the death of J. B. D. De Bow in 1867, a new editor took over who was less friendly to
Pollard and described him as “very personal and partisan,” a widely-held belief.303 Finally, the
Plantation cited an article that Pollard had written for the Galaxy, a northern magazine, called

Jubal A. Early, “Annual Address: Delivered before the Association, November 10, 1871 ,” in Proceedings of the
Third Annual Meeting of the Survivors' Association of the State of South Carolina (Charleston: Walker, Evans, and
Cogswell, 1872), 33.
301
Jubal A. Early, The Campaigns of Gen. Robert E. Lee: An Address by Lt. Gen. Jubal A. Early, before Washington
and Lee University, January 19th, 1872 (Baltimore: J. Murphy, 1872), 39. Early used this figure in an article in
Southern Historical Society Papers 2 (July 1876): 8-9, in which he cites a report by Stanton in “The Opening
Session of Congress for the Years 1865-6.”
302
Robert L. Dabney, “The Partisanship of the ‘Spectator,’” Southern Magazine, November 1868, 341.
303
“Southern Historical Society,” De Bow’s Review, July 1869, 554.
300

100

“The Romance of the Negro.” This came at a period in which he was moderating his views on
race and apparently had become too sympathetic to African Americans. The Plantation severely
criticized him, mentioned its “utter disgust,” and referred to what he had formerly written on
both African Americans and northerners in a far less sympathetic vein in The Lost Cause.304
The 1870s saw several more references to the book. One, a series of articles by Gen.
Pierre Beauregard, was well-known enough that it was still being cited twenty-five years later.
The Beauregard example is interesting because it shows how a writer could be critical of Pollard
and clarify numerous, alleged mistakes without displaying the rancor of a D. H. Hill or Jubal
Early. In a two-part series in the Southern Magazine originally prepared in 1867, Beauregard
reviewed everything that appeared in The Lost Cause concerning events in which he had
participated. He disagrees with dozens of specific facts in addition to some rather harsh
judgments that Pollard made about his actions, but he uses antiseptic terms like “this is an error”
to correct the record as he sees it.305 Another work from the 1870s that mentioned The Lost
Cause was Robert Bevier’s account of his wartime experiences with Missouri troops fighting for
the Confederacy in the West. Bevier cited it as a historical reference seventeen times without
editorial comment. The significance is that Bevier was just another officer. Unlike the generals
whom we have mentioned so far, he had no score to settle with Pollard because of any negative
things that Pollard had written about him,. As such, he can be taken an example of the average
ex-Confederate who read and used the book.306
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The most telling reference to The Lost Cause in the seventies is probably an article by J.
William Jones in the SHSP. As mentioned in Chapter 2, Jones was an original member of
Early’s Virginia/Lee cult, one who disliked Pollard, as they all did. Charles Reagan Wilson
quotes him as describing Pollard’s works as “not worth the paper they are printed on” and
suggested that southerners “should drive his books from our libraries.”307 But even Jones did not
drive them too far. In an extensive article on the recurring POW controversy in just the third
issue of the SHSP, Jones admitted that he could not “better state the case than it has been done by
a well known [unnamed] writer.” He then goes on to reproduce in full the passage in The Lost
Cause that blamed the horrific conditions at Andersonville on the prisoners themselves. The
interesting feature of this passage is not that he used Pollard’s book but that he admitted that it
was so good that he would have been incapable of improving upon it.308
In the late seventies and early eighties, two more unfavorable mentions of The Lost
Cause emerged. Lucius B. Northrup, the former Confederate Commissary-General, was
working with Jefferson Davis on The Rise and Fall of the Confederate Government. Since
questions concerning the entire supply system keep coming up in The Lost Cause, the two men
corresponded about Pollard’s criticism. Apparently Davis did not own a copy of the book in
1878, so Northrup tried to borrow one from his friend Dr. Randolph, but the latter could not find
his own or his father’s, either. Eventually, Northrup did come by one and sent it to Davis for his
perusal. However, some other, unnamed individual had already given Davis a copy. That Davis
and Northrup were no fans of Pollard is obvious from the latter’s sarcastic comments, “Genl.
Johnston and all those who judge him with their hearts—including the Rich'd Examiner and the
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author of the lost cause [sic], are always right.” However, their search for a copy ultimately
involved six people and rested on the assumption that someone must have one. Two people had
copies that they could not find and a two others supplied one to Northrup or Davis.309
At about this same time, John Bell Hood quoted Sherman’s description of him as “rash,”
and suggested that Pollard and Joseph E. Johnston were the ultimate sources of that negative
characterization.310 The word “rash” does not appear in either The Last Year of the War or The
Lost Cause, but the latter book probably comes closer by calling Hood’s attack of July 22, 1864
(the so-called “Second Atlanta Sortie”), “one of the most reckless, massive, and headlong
charges of the war, where immense prices were paid for momentary successes, and the
terrible recoil of numbers gave a lesson to the temerity of the Confederate commander.”311
“Temerity” dramatically makes the point of being rash. Moreover, The Lost Cause, almost
continually in print, would have been more readily available to Hood when he was composing
his memoirs in the 1870s than The Last Year of the War, which only enjoyed an 1866 printing.312
As time went by, most references to The Lost Cause were just to cite it as a source or to
mention the author. Perhaps the generals and politicians whom Pollard criticized had already
responded to him in their books and articles, and no one remained who still felt the need to get
back at him. For example, Alfred Roman, former colonel of the 18th Louisiana Vols., wrote a
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book about Gen, Beauregard in 1884. He states that “the epithet of ‘felix’ [was] often applied to
him during the war, and alluded to by Mr. Pollard, in ‘The Lost Cause.’”313 The next year, in a
reminiscence of her wartime experiences entitled “The Hospitals at Danville,” a woman named
Annie C. Johns described H. Rives Pollard as “a brother of the author of “The Lost Cause.”314
She had two brothers and a brother-in-law serve the Confederacy for the duration of the war, and
all three survived. She is another good example of an average person who was familiar with
Edward Pollard and his book with no personal reason to criticize him, not even his failure to
serve as three men in her family had.
Over the next two decades, the parade of long-forgotten southerners who mentioned The
Lost Cause continued. In 1888, a former Confederate captain was researching some issues
involving the navy and in a letter to Jefferson Davis mentioned that The Lost Cause was one
source.315 In 1892 Roswell Martin Field wrote a humorous, fictional account of a ladies’ reading
club in Missouri that broke up when a southerner suggested that they read The Lost Cause.316
W. J. Slatter, a Confederate soldier from Tennessee, wrote an article for the Confederate Veteran
(CV) in which he quotes extensively from The Lost Cause as a source for the fight at West Point,
GA. He said, “Edward A. Pollard, in his history ‘drawn from official sources and approved by
the most distinguished leaders,’ gives the clearest report (page 723) of this fight that I have
seen.” This citation is interesting for two reasons. First, it is yet another example of someone
with no personal angst against Pollard praising his book as a source. Second, his reference to its
“official” status and distinguished pedigree was being taken seriously as the years passed and
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people forgot that it all came from the publisher’s imagination.317 Similarly, in his 1902
memoirs, another unimportant former Confederate named Wilber Fisk Hogan quotes the chapter
in The Lost Cause on POW conditions to describe the plight of the men captured at Hilton
Head.318
The last southern participant in the war to write about the book included in the present
investigation was not an obscure “Johnny Reb” but William C. Oates, famous for both his
military and political careers. Oates is best remembered for the 15th Alabama’s attempt to drive
Joshua Chamberlain’s 20th Maine from Little Round Top on July 2, 1863. He remained in active
service until losing his arm at Petersburg. After the war he practiced law, entered politics, and
eventually became the governor of Alabama. His Confederate credentials were superb. Oates
quotes The Lost Cause on the siege of Vicksburg and, more tellingly, agrees with Pollard’s
criticism of Jefferson Davis, one of the two issues, along with the pro-Virginia bias, that had
resulted in the worst criticisms of the book. With regard to the 15th Alabama at Gettysburg,
Pollard only says that “Longstreet’s men…failed to drive back the enemy from the heights of the
Round Top,” so Oates had no reason to be offended by this account.319
Aside from reviews in serials or newspaper, the works that Prof. Foster feels were more
influential than The Lost Cause received hardly any mention through 1875. Dabney’s Life and
Campaigns of Lieut.-Gen. Thomas J. Jackson appears to have been quite popular and came up in
books and magazine articles more than a dozen times, but that is not the Dabney work which
Foster cited. He cited A Defence of Virginia, the bible-based apologia for slavery. This
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investigation found only three references to it, aside from three or four reviews. An editorial
railing against the Abolitionists in the Land We Love, presumably by D. H. Hill, found it “able
and eloquent.” An article in the Old Guard examined the status of then-current threats to the
social order, such as abolitionism and miscegenation, and started off with a panegyric on A
Defence. Finally, a review of another book, Mary Tucker Magill’s Women; or, Chronicles of the
Late War, mentioned it favorably in passing.320 It is hard to explain why Prof. Foster writes
about Dabney’s odd, little work as being influential, but he notes that some people in the
immediate postbellum years continued to argue the legitimacy of slavery. Perhaps Dabney
appealed to them. But whether he did or not, Foster also notes that the book did not sell, and by
the time that Dabney died in 1898, he was of an oddity even among devotees of the Myth of the
Lost Cause.321
The second book, Bledsoe’s Is Jefferson Davis a Traitor, was referred to just three times
by southerners and once by a northerner through 1875; this does not include reviews and an
ongoing debate between Bledsoe and Alexander Stephens over certain differences in their
respective constitutional interpretations. In 1868 Frank H. Alfriend, former editor of the
Southern Literary Messenger, wrote in glowing terms,
A large part of the labor, which would otherwise have devolved upon this
enterprise, if adequately performed, had already been supplied by the writings of
Professor Bledsoe. To the profound erudition and philosophical genius of that
eminent writer, as conspicuously displayed in his work entitled, "Is Davis a
Traitor?" the South may, with confidence, intrust [sic] its claims upon the esteem of
posterity.322
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That same year a long and detailed letter in the Round Table on Daniel Webster by the political
theorist B. J. Sage also cited the book. Sage referred to Bledsoe as “a careful researcher” and
quoted his reference to Webster’s “habitual indolence.”323 Finally, a southern history book
claimed to be quoting Bledsoe on the Hartford Convention of 1814, but the quotation as cited in
A Southern School History is not found in Is Jefferson Davis a Traitor.324
There is an unusual but even more interesting proof of the book’s meager penetration.
On at least six occasions from its appearance in 1866 through 1875, reviewers praised Bledsoe
for his work as an editor or author of various publications including other books but failed to
mention Is Jefferson Davis a Traitor. The “Literary Notes” section of the Nation is typical:
The first number has appeared of a new quarterly journal called the "Southern
Review," published in Baltimore. It is edited by Albert Taylor Bledsoe — formerly
professor of mathematics in the Universities of Mississippi and Virginia, and late
Assistant Secretary of War to the Confederate States, a prolific writer for the
Southern press.325
A similar blurb in the American Farmer also praised him as one of the “ablest scholars of the
South” without mentioning the recently released book.326 And an 1868 review of his book The
Philosophy of Mathematics also failed to note his earlier book on secession.327 By comparison,
we have seen that when Edward Pollard or even his brother Rives was mentioned, the writers
frequently made a passing reference to The Lost Cause. The difference between that sort of
notoriety and the lack of the same for Bledsoe is telling.328
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Perhaps because the author was the former vice president or because his book seemed so
important and weighty, with its legalistic subject matter and platonic format, Alexander H.
Stephens’s A Constitutional View enjoyed more reviews and also engendered more learned
debate than had the other two. As characterized by the review/article in De Bow’s, it was “a
work of great interest in political literature.”329 It did not enjoy the wide, popular notoriety or
penetration of The Lost Cause, but it did stimulate a lot of commentary on constitutional
questions. An article on suffrage by William M. Burwell, a Virginia journalist and politician,
referred to what Stephens had to say about violations of constitutional rights during the war. A
series in the Southern Magazine entitled “Sovereignty in the United States” cited A
Constitutional View several times on legal matters.330 An up-to-date edition of Story’s
Constitution of the United States referred to it twice without giving a specific page.331 An antiDemocratic Party pamphlet also mentioned it.332 However, through 1875 there were only three
citations uncovered by this investigation that did not involve Stephens on the Constitution. One
was a reference to potential POW exchanges, another was to the abortive Hampton Roads Peace
Conference of 1865, and the third was to the critical role played by Gen. Lee in bringing Virginia
into the Confederacy.333 All of these passages were in the second volume; as noted above, that
volume had more history of the war than Vol. 1 because Stephens took the opportunity in Vol. 2
to explain his own role in the conflict.
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By 1875, the Bledsoe, Dabney, and Stephens books were being mentioned quite
infrequently in the general literature. However, for the sake of thoroughness, this study checked
references to all four works (including Pollard’s) in the two major publications devoted to the
Confederacy and the Lost Cause, the Southern Historical Society Papers or SHSP and the
Confederate Veteran (CV). The search did not include references just to career issues if they did
not also mention authorship of the books in question; it went from 1876, the inaugural volume of
the SHSP, through 1905, the end point of the search for The Lost Cause. If Foster was correct in
asserting that the other three books were more influential, then that should be apparent in the two
classic Lost Cause journals. Dabney’s Life of Thomas J. Jackson appeared an impressive ten
times in SHSP and five times in the CV, but Foster was not referring to that book. He was citing
A Defence of Virginia, which failed to appear in either journal. Bledsoe’s Was Jefferson Davis a
Traitor fared a little better, with four mentions in SHSP and two in CV.
Pollard and Stephens appear much more frequently. The Lost Cause appears twice in
SHSP and four times in CV. Pollard’s other works show up at least three more times in SHSP,
and he himself comes in for general criticism as a historian from people like D. H. Hill and
Varina Davis on at least three occasions with no specific work being cited, for a total of a dozen
Pollard appearances. Stephens’s Constitutional View was mentioned the most frequently, with
fifteen citations in SHSP and nine in CV; seventeen of the twenty-four were on the POW
situation, the constitutional questions surrounding secession, and the Hampton Roads
Conference. However, the concentration on those three issues does not minimize the book’s
influence or importance.
In short, none of the three books proposed by Gaines Foster as being more important than
The Lost Cause had sales or went through the number of editions of Pollard’s book. As for total
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citations over the decades, Stephen’s Constitutional View is the only one that can compete with
it. However, like Bledsoe and Dabney, Stephens’s account had a much more limited view of the
war. While Volume 1 goes into detail on the theoretical constitutional issues and Volume 2 is an
engaging account of Stephens’s wartime career, the work as a whole lacks the military, political,
and cultural purview of Pollard’s book. Overall, The Lost Cause had much greater penetration,
sold many more copies, and covered many more elements of the myth than any other work.
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Chapter 5
Conclusion
We have mentioned the lists of officially approved southern books compiled by the UCV
and the UDC in 1896 and 1904, respectively. The Lost Cause made neither list, but Pollard’s
place at those tables exemplifies how important he was to the very people who tried to shun him.
Susan Pendleton Lee was the daughter of William N. Pendleton, chief of Robert E. Lee’s
artillery, and the wife of General Edwin G. Lee, Robert E. Lee’s cousin. She was the author of
The Life of General William N. Pendleton and Lee’s Advanced School History of the United
States. Both made the UDC list, and the Life of Pendleton made the UCV list.334 In the preface
to the History she writes that “most of the School Histories now in use tell in detail the story of
the northern half of the country, while only a few chapters are devoted to its southern half. In
this book, an honest effort is made to speak truthfully of both without sectional passion or
prejudice.” In other words, she wants “to set the record straight.” To do so, she uses The Lost
Cause as a source for her “Questions and Summaries” on eighteen different topics, which are
almost all that she devotes to the subject of the Civil War in her book.335
Along those same lines, in 1897 the UCV put out a pamphlet about its certificate of
membership. The pamphlet contained descriptions of several battles, among which was
Gettysburg. To describe that event, the authors turned to The Lost Cause, which they properly
credited to Pollard, and reproduced two full pages from that work devoted to Pickett’s Charge.
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More important, the pamphlet had an “Endorsement” from the organization’s commander,
General John B. Gordon. He wrote, “The representation of the ‘Battle of Gettysburg’ which I
witnessed and in which I participated, is as nearly correct as it is possible for such a picture to be
made.”336 Thirty-four years has passed, and the former general and current leader of Confederate
veterans was still going to that book as his source. It is probably not a coincidence that Pollard
mentioned Gordon more than two dozen times in The Lost Cause and never had anything
negative to say about him. It is also noteworthy that publication of the pamphlet occurred under
the leadership of Gordon and George Moorman, the “General Commanding” and “Adjutant
General and Chief of Staff,” respectively, of the UCV. In the prior year, 1896, the same two
gentlemen approved the list of recommended histories that left out the book which painted a
picture of Gettysburg “as nearly correct as it is possible.”
As a result of being officially shunned by leaders of the movement like Early and Jones,
as well as by their intellectual and spiritual heirs in the UCV and UCD, Pollard eventually faded
into obscurity. Although he was resurrected to some extent starting in the 1970’s, neither he nor
his work has enjoyed anything close to the reputation that it deserves as a landmark in American
history and historiography. Even if Horace Greeley came up with the phrase “the lost cause” by
himself at the exact same time that Pollard did, it was the barrage of ads and relentless promotion
of the book that got the phrase out into the southern consciousness and got it out quickly.
Roland Osterweis, who initiated the task of bringing him back from obscurity, could not fully
grasp the originality of the term that Pollard came up with for the concept and invented a source
in Scottish History. At least Osterweis did credit him with laying out the “blueprint” for the Lost
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Cause. Perhaps a more apt description than “blueprint” would be “handbook,” in which almost
every element of the myth was laid out, discussed, and exemplified for a century and a half of
Confederate apologists to draw upon.

113

Bibliography

Primary Sources

Books

Alfriend, Frank H. The Life of Jefferson Davis. Cincinnati and Chicago: Caxton Publishing,
1868.
Bachelder, John B. Descriptive Key to the Painting of the Repulse of Longstreet’s Assault at the
Battle of Gettysburg. New York: John B. Bachelder, 1870.
Bevier, R. S. History of the First and Second Missouri Confederate Brigades…a Military
Anagraph. St. Louis: Bryan, Brand, 1879.
Bledsoe, Albert Taylor. Is Jefferson Davis a Traitor; or Was Secession a Right Previous to the
War of 1861? Baltimore: Albert Taylor Bledsoe, 1866.
Chambers, Robert. History of the Rebellion in Scotland, 1745-1746. Philadelphia: E. C. Mielke,
1833.
Dabney, Robert L. A Defence of Virginia (and through Her, of the South), in Recent and
Pending Contests against the Sectional Party. New York: E. J. Hale and Son, 1867.
Davis, Jefferson. Jefferson Davis, Constitutionalist: His Letters, Papers, and Speeches. Edited
by Dunbar Rowland. Vols. 8 and 10. Jackson, MS: Mississippi Dept. Archives and
History, 1923.
Early, Jubal A. “Annual Address: Delivered before the Association, November 10, 1871.” In
Proceedings of the Third Annual Meeting of the Survivors' Association of the State of
South Carolina, 14-38. (Charleston: Walker, Evans, and Cogswell, 1872).
______. The Campaigns of Gen. Robert E. Lee: An Address by Lt. Gen. Jubal A. Early, before
Washington and Lee University, January 19th, 1872. Baltimore: J. Murphy, 1872.
Field, Roswell Martin. In Sunflower Land: Stories of God’s Own Country. Chicago: F. J.
Schulte, 1892.
Foote, Henry S. Casket of Reminiscences (Washington, D. C.: Chronicle Publishing Co., 1874.
Greeley, Horace. Recollections of a Busy Life. New York: J. B. Ford, 1868.
Hayne, Robert Young. The Several Speeches Made During the Debate in the United States
Senate. Charleston: A. E. Miller, 1830.
[Hogan, Wilbur Fisk]. The Story of Sixty Years. Birmingham, AL: 1902.
Hogg, James. The Jacobite Relics of Scotland. Vol. 2. Edinburgh and London: William
Blackwood, and T. Cadell and W. Davies, 1821.
114

Hood, J. B. Advance and Retreat. New Orleans: G. T. Beauregard, 1880.
Johnston, Joseph E. Narrative of Military Operation Directed during the Late War between the
States. New York: D. Appleton, 1874.
Jones, J. William. Personal Reminiscences, Anecdotes, and Letters of Gen. Robert E. Lee (New
York: D. Appleton and Co., 1875.
Lee Family Digital Archive, https://leefamilyarchive.org/9-family-papers/846-edward-a-pollardto-robert-e-lee-1865-october-4.
Lee, S. D., et al. Report of the United Confederate Veteran Historical Committee. New Orleans:
Shumert and Warfield, 1894.
Lee, Susan Pendleton. Lee’s Advanced School History of the United States. Richmond: B.F.
Johnson, 1896.
McCabe, James D. Life and Campaigns of General Robert E. Lee. Atlanta: National Publishing
Co., 1866.
McDonald, William, and Blackburn, John S. A Southern School History…to the Present Time.
Baltimore: George Lycett, 1869.
Minutes of the Eleventh Annual Meeting of the United Daughters of the Confederacy. Nashville:
Foster and Webb, 1905.
Minutes of the Sixth Annual Meeting and Reunion of the United Confederate Veterans. New
Orleans: Hopkins, 1896.
Mudie, Robert. Glenfergus. Vol. 2. Edinburgh and London: Oliver and Boyd, and G. and W. B.
Whittaker, 1820.
Nelles, Annie. Annie Nelles, or, The Life of a Book Agent: An Autobiography. Cincinnati:
Annie Nelles, 1868.
Oates, William C. The War…Lost Opportunities. New York and Washington: Neale, 1905.
Palmer, B. M. A Discourse, Delivered in the First Presbyterian Church, New Orleans, on
Thursday, November 29, 1860. New Orleans: The True Witness and Sentinel, 1860.
Pollard, Edward A. The Lost Cause: A New Southern History of the War of the Confederates.
New York: E.B. Treat, 1866.
______. Observations in the North: Eight Months in Prison and on Parole. Richmond: E. W.
Ayres, 1865.
______. The Rival Administrations: Richmond and Washington in December, 1863. Richmond:
Edward A. Pollard, 1863.
______. The Southern History of the War: The First Year of the War. Richmond: West and
Johnston, 1862
______. The Southern History of the War: The Second Year of the War. Richmond: West and J
ohnston, 1863.
115

______. The Southern History of the War: The Third Year of the War. New York: C.B.
Richardson, 1865.
______. The Southern History of the War: The Last Year of the War. New York: C.B.
Richardson, 1866.
______. The Two Nations: A Key to the History of the American War. Richmond: Ayres and
Wade, 1864.
Report of the Joint Committee on Reconstruction at the First Session, Thirty-Ninth Congress.
Washington: Government Printing Office, 1866.
Roman, Alfred. The Military Operations of General Beauregard…Mexico, 1846-8. 2 vols. New
York: Harper and Brothers, 1884.
Scott, Walter. Rob Roy. London: Ward, Lock, and Co., 1817.
______. Redgauntlet. Philadelphia: Porter & Coates, 1877.
______. The Tales of a Grandfather. London: A. C. Black, 1911.
______. Waverley. Vol. 1. Boston: Houghton Mifflin, 1912.
Snow, William P. Lee and His Generals. New York: C. B. Richardson, 1867.
Stephens, Alexander H. A Constitutional View of the Late War Between the States. 2 vols.
Philadelphia: National Publishing Co., 1868-70.
Story, Joseph. Commentaries on the Constitution of the United States. 4th ed. Edited by
Thomas Cooley. Boston: Little, Brown, 1873.
Swinton, William. The Campaigns of the Army of the Potomac…1861-5. New York: C. B.
Richardson, 1866.
Twain, Mark. Life on the Mississippi. Boston: James B. Osgood, 1883.
[United Confederate Veterans]. Historical Sketch Explanatory of Memorial. New Orleans:
Hopkins Printing Office, 1897.
Whitelaw, Alexander. The Book of Scottish Song. Glasgow: W. G. Blackie and Son, 1843.

Articles

Beauregard, P. G. T. “Notes on Pollard’s ‘Lost Cause’” Southern Magazine, January-February,
1872.
Burwell, William M. “Book of Numbers.” De Bow’s Review, September, 1870.
Centz, P. C. “Sovereignty in the United States.” Southern Magazine, October-November, 1871.
“The Difference of Race between the Northern and Southern People.” Southern Literary
Messenger, June 1860, 401-409.
116

Early, Jubal A. “Popular Errors in regard to the Battles of the War.” Land We Love, February,
1869.
[A Georgia Lady]. “In and Out of the Lines.” Plantation, June 10, 1871.
[A Georgia Republican]. The Southern Question: The Bourbon Conspiracy to Rule or Destroy
the Nation. Washington: Union Congressional Executive Committee, 1875.
Hill, D. H. “The Lost Dispatch.” Land We Love, February, 1868
Hood, John J. “The Book ‘Is Jefferson Davis a Traitor?’” Confederate Veteran, 1903.
Humphreys, Benjamin. “Recollections of Fredericksburg,” Land We Love, October, 1867.
Johns, Annie E. “The Hospitals at Danville.” In Our Women in the War…News and Courier,
Charleston, South Carolina, 219-230. Charleston: News and Courier Press, 1885.
Jones, J. William. “Treatment of Prisoners during the War.” Southern Historical Society Papers,
March, 1876.
Morgan, J. W. “Our School Books.” In The Cause of the South: Selections from DeBow’s
Review, 1846-1867, edited with introduction by Paul F. Paskoff and Daniel J. Wilson,
167-73. Baton Rouge; Louisiana State University Press, 1982.
Park, Robert E. “Rodes’ Brigade at Seven Pines,” Land We Love, March 1868
Sage, B. J. “Letter to the Editor,” Round Table, August 22, 1868.
Slatter, W. J. “Last Battle of the War,” Confederate Veteran, 1896.

Periodicals

Alexandria Gazette
American Literary Gazette and Publishers’ Circular
Annual Minutes of the UCV and the UDC
Atchison Weekly Champion and Press
Augusta Chronicle
Augusta Daily Constitutionalist
Baltimore Sun
Barre Gazette
Boston Commercial Gazette
Boston Recorder
Bradford Reporter
117

Butler American Citizen
Canton American Citizen
Charleston City Gazette and Daily Advertiser
Charleston Daily News
Charleston Mercury
Chicago Tribune
Cleveland Morning Leader
Columbia Daily Phoenix
Confederate Veteran
Crescent Monthly
De Bow’s Review
Edgefield Advertiser
Evangelical Repository
Evansville Journal
Flake’s Weekly Bulletin
Gold Hill Daily News
Green Mountain Freeeman
Hartford Daily Courant
Hours at Home
Houston Daily Telegraph
Jackson Daily Clarion and Standard
Land We Love
Macon Daily Telegraph
Massachusetts Weekly Spy
Memphis Daily Appeal
Memphis Daily Avalanche
Memphis Public Ledger
Mifflintown Juniata Sentinel
Nashville Daily Union
Nation
118

New National Era
New Orleans Times-Picayune
New York American
New York Courier
New York Herald
New York Times
New York Tribune
Newark Sentinel of Freedom
Newberry Herald
Norfolk Post
Old Guard
Orleans Gazette and Commercial Advertiser
Philadelphia Enquirer
Philadelphia Evening Telegraph
Providence Evening Press
Richmond Daily Dispatch
Richmond Enquirer
Richmond Examiner
Richmond Whig
Round Table
Rutland Weekly Herald
St. Mary’s Gazette
Sandusky Commercial Daily Register
Semi-weekly Natchitoches Times
Southern Literary Messenger
Vicksburg Weekly Herald
Washington Daily Globe
Weekly Panola Star
Wheeling Daily Register
Wheeling Intelligencer
119

Yorkville Enquirer

Secondary Sources

Books

Barnhart, Terry A. Albert Taylor Bledsoe: Defender of the Old South and Architect of the Lost
Cause. Baton Rouge: Louisiana State University Press, 2011.
Binnington, Ian. Confederate Visions: Nationalism, Symbolism, and the Imagined South in the
Civil War. Charlottesville: University of Virginia Press, 2013.
Blight, David W. Frederic Douglass: Prophet of Freedom. New York: Simon and Schuster,
2018.
______. Race and Reunion: The Civil War in American Memory. Cambridge: Harvard
University Press, 2001.
Bonekemper, Edward H. III. The Myth of the Lost Cause: Why the South Fought the Civil War
and Why the North Won. Washington, D.C.: Regnery, 2015.
Bowman, Shearer Davis. At the Precipice: Americans North and South during the Secession
Crisis. Chapel Hill: University of North Carolina Press, 2010.
Burlingame, Michael. Abraham Lincoln: A Life. 2 vols. Baltimore: Johns Hopkins University
Press, 2008.
Cobb, James C. Away Down South: A History of Southern Identity. Oxford: Oxford University
Press, 2005.
Connelly, Thomas L. The Marble Man: Robert E. Lee and His Image in American Society.
Baton Rouge: Louisiana State University Press, 1977.
Connelly, Thomas L. and Bellows, Barbara L. God and General Longstreet: The Lost Cause
and the Southern Mind. Baton Rouge: Louisiana State University Press, 1982.
Cox, Karen L. Dixie’s Daughters: The United Daughters of the Confederacy and the
Preservation of Confederate Culture. Gainesville: University Press of Florida, 2019.
Desjardin, Thomas A. These Honored Dead: How the Story of Gettysburg Shaped American
Memory. Cambridge: Perseus Books Group, 2003.
Dickson, Keith D. Sustaining Southern Identity: Douglas Southall Freeman and Memory in the
Modern South. Baton Rouge: Louisiana State University Press, 2011.
Durant, Susan. “The Gently Furled Banner.” PhD diss., University of North Carolina, 1972.
Eaton, Clement. The Mind of the Old South. Rev. ed. Baton Rouge: Louisiana State University
Press, 1967.
120

Ecelbarger, Gary. The Day Dixie Died: The Battle of Atlanta. New York: St. Martin’s Press,
2010.
Fahs, Alice. The Imagined Civil War: Popular Literature of the North and South, 1861-1865.
Chapel Hill and London, University of North Carolina Press, 2001.
Faust, Drew Gilpin. The Creation of Confederate Nationalism: Ideology and Identity in the Civil
War South. Baton Rouge: Louisiana State University Press, 1988.
Fehrenbacher, Donald E. The South and Three Sectional Crises. Baton Rouge: Louisiana State
University Press, 1980.
Foster, Gaines M. Ghosts of the Confederacy: Defeat, the Lost Cause, and the Emergence of the
New South. Baton Rouge: Louisiana State University Press, 1987.
Freehling, William W. The Road to Disunion. Vol. 1, Secessionists at Bay, 1776-1854. New
York and Oxford: Oxford University Press, 1990.
Fuller, J. F. C. Grant and Lee: A Study in Personality and Generalship. Bloomington: Indiana
University Press, 1982.
Gallagher, Gary W. Lee and His Generals in War and Memory. Baton Rouge: Louisiana State
University Press, 1998.
Gaston, Paul M. The New South Creed: A Study in Southern Mythmaking. New York: Alfred A.
Knopf, 1970.
Hobson, Fred. Tell about the South: The Southern Rage to Explain. Baton Rouge: Louisiana
State University Press, 1983.
Hutchison, Coleman. Apples and Ashes: Literature, Nationalism and the Confederate States of
America. Athens and London: University of Georgia Press, 2012.
Jaffa, Harry V. A New Birth of Freedom: Abraham Lincoln and the Coming of the Civil War.
Lanham: Rowman and Littlefield, 2018.
Janney, Caroline E. Burying the Dead but not the Past: Ladies’ Memorial Associations and the
Lost Cause. Chapel Hill: University of North Carolina Press, 2008.
______. Remembering the Civil War: Reunion and the Limits of Reconciliation. Chapel Hill:
University of North Carolina Press, 2013.
Johnson, Calvin H. Righteous Anger at the Wicked States: The Meaning of the Founders’
Constitution. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 2005.
Levine, Bruce. Confederate Emancipation: Southern Plans to Free and Arm Slaves During the
Civil War. New York: Oxford University Press, 2005.
Maddex, Jack P. The Reconstruction of Edward A. Pollard: A Rebel’s Conversion to Unionism.
Chapel Hill: UNC Press, 1974.
Martin, Christopher. “The Confederate Crusader: John William Jones and the Lost Cause.” PhD
diss., Claremont Graduate University, 2018.
121

McPherson, James M. Battle Cry of Freedom: The Civil War Era. Oxford: Oxford University
Press, 1988.
Notestein, Wallace. The Scot in History. New Haven: Yale University Press, 1946.
Osterweis, Roland G. The Myth of the Lost Cause: 1865-1900. Hamden, CT: Archon Press,
1970.
______. Romanticism and Nationalism in the Old South. New Haven: Yale University Press,
1949.
Piston, William Garrett. Lee’s Tarnished Lieutenant: James Longstreet and His Place in
Southern History. Athens: University of Georgia Press, 1987.
Quigley, Paul. Shifting Grounds: Nationalism and the American South, 1848-1865. Oxford:
Oxford University Press, 2011.
Rhea, Gordon C. The Battle of the Wilderness, May 5-6, 1864. Baton Rouge: Louisiana State
University Press, 1994.
Rubin, Anne Sarah. A Shattered Nation: The Rise and Fall of the Confederacy, 1861-1868.
Chapel Hill: University of North Carolina Press, 2005.
Simpson, Brooks D. Ulysses S. Grant: Triumph over Adversity, 1822-1865. Boston: Houghton
Mifflin, 2000.
Smith, Derek. The Gallant Dead: Union and Confederate Generals Killed in the Civil War.
Accessed March 28, 2020.
http://web.a.ebscohost.com.proxy.lib.umich.edu/ehost/ebookviewer/ebook/ZTcwMHhuY
V9fNjM5MzUxX19BTg2?sid=783e96a3-523f-45f3-8dcf3d6fce7b4bb4@sessionmgr4008&vid=0&format=EK&rid=1
Speiser, Matthew Aaron. “Seeking the Roots of the Lost Cause: The Continuity of Regional
Celebration in the White South, 1850-1872.” PhD diss., University of Virginia, 2008.
Taylor, William R. Yankee and Cavalier: The Old South and American National Character.
New York: Oxford University Press, 1993.
Towns, W. Stuart. Enduring Legacy, Rhetoric and Ritual of the Lost Cause. Tuscaloosa:
University of Alabama Press, 2012.
Watson, Ritchie Devon, Jr. Norman and Saxon. Baton Rouge: Louisiana State University Press,
2008.
Weaver, Richard M. The Southern Tradition at Bay: The History of Postbellum Thought. Edited
by George Core and M. E. Bradford. New Rochelle: Arlington House, 1968.
Wilson, Charles Reagan. Baptized in Blood: The Religion of the Lost Cause, 1865-1920.
Athens: University of Georgia Press, 1980.
Winship, Michael. American Literary Publishing in the Mid-Nineteenth Century: The Business
of Tichnor and Fields. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 1995.

122

Woodward, C. Vann. The Burden of Southern History. 3rd ed. Baton Rouge: Louisiana State
University Press, 1993.

Articles

Andrews, J. Cutler. “The Confederate Press and Public Morale.” Journal of Southern History
32, no. 4 (November 1966): 445-65.
Atchison, Ray M. “‘The Land We Love”: A Southern Postbellum Magazine of Agriculture,
Literature, and Military History.” North Carolina Historical Review 34, no. 4 (October
1960): 506-15.
Bailey, Fred Arthur. “Mildred Lewis Rutherford and the Patrician Culture of the Old South.”
Georgia Historical Quarterly 78, no. 3 (Fall 1994): 509-35.
Bridges, Peter. “A Pen of Fire.” Virginia Quarterly Review 78, no. 1 (Winter 2002): 41-53.
Bruce, George R. “The Strategy of the Civil War.” In The Papers of the Military Historical
Society of Massachusetts. Vol. 13, 391-483. Boston: Military Historical Society of
Massachusetts, 1913.
Clausen, Christopher. “America’s Changeable Civil War.” Wilson Quarterly 34, no. 2 (Spring
2010): 30-35.
Connelly, Thomas L. “Robert E. Lee and the Western Confederacy: A Criticism of Lee's
Strategic Ability.” Civil War History 15, no.2 (June 1969): 116-32.
Cook, Robert J. “Not Buried Yet: Northern Response to the Death of Jefferson Davis and the
Stuttering Progress of Sectional Reconciliation.” Journal of the Gilded Age and
Progressive Era 18, no. 3 (July 2019): 324-48.
Crider, Jonathan B. “De Bow’s Revolution: The Memory of the American Revolution in the
Politics of the Sectional Crisis, 1850-1861.” American Nineteen Century History 10, no.
3 (September 2009): 317-32.
Davis, Steve. “John Esten Cooke and the Confederate Defeat.” Civil War History 24, no. 1
(March 1978): 66-83.
Dougal. Josephine. “Popular Scottish Song Traditions at Home (and Away).” Folklore 122, no.
3 (December 2011): 283-307.
Eckenrode, Hamilton James. “Sir Walter Scott and the South.” North American Review 206, no.
743 (October 1917): 595-603.
Enmale, Richard. “Interpretations of the American Civil War.” Science and Society 1 (January
1936): 127-36.
Fahs, Alice. “The Market Value of Memory: Popular War Histories and the Northern Literary
Marketplace, 1861-1868.” Book History 1 (1998): 107-39.
123

Foster, Gaines. “Reviewed Work: The Myth of the Lost Cause and Civil War History, edited by
Gary W. Gallagher.” Georgia Historical Quarterly 85, no. 2 (Summer 2001): 319-21.
______. “What’s Not in a Name: The Naming of the American Civil War.” Journal of the Civil
War Era 8, no. 3 (September 2018): 420-54.
Gallagher, Gary W. “Disaffection, Persistence, and Nation: Some Direction in Recent
Scholarship on the Confederacy.” Civil War History 55, no. 3 (September 2009): 329-53.
______. “Introduction.” In The Myth of the Lost Cause and Civil War History, edited by Gary
W. Gallagher and Alan T. Nolan, 1-9. Bloomington: Indiana University Press, 2000.
______. “Jubal A. Early, the Lost Cause, and Civil War History: A Persistent Legacy.” In The
Myth of the Lost Cause and Civil War History, edited by Gary W. Gallagher and Alan T.
Nolan, 35-59. Bloomington: Indiana University Press, 2000.
______. “‘Lee’s Army Has not Lost any of its Prestige’: The Impact of Gettysburg on the Army
of Northern Virginia.” In The Third Day at Gettysburg and Beyond, edited by Gary W.
Gallagher, 1-30. Chapel Hill: University of North Carolina Press, 1994.
______. “Shaping Public Memory of the Civil War: Robert E. Lee, Jubal A. Early, and Douglas
Southall Freeman.” In The Memory of the Civil War in American Culture, edited by
Alice Fahs and Joan Waugh, 39-63. Chapel Hill: University of North Carolina Press,
2004.
Geary, Susan. “The Domestic Novel as a Commercial Commodity: Making a Best Seller in the
1850’s.” Papers of the Bibliographic Society of America 70, no. 3 (Third Quarter 1976):
365-93.
Gold, John R. and Gold, Margaret M. “‘The Graves of the Gallant Highlanders’: Memory,
Interpretation, and Narratives of Culloden.” History and Memory 19, no. 1
(Spring/Summer 2007): 5-38.
Hattaway, Herman. “Clio’s Southern Soldiers: The United Confederate Veterans and History.”
Louisiana History 12, no. 3 (Summer 1971): 213-42.
Heyse, Amy Lynn. “The Rhetoric of Memory-Making: Lessons from the UDC’s Catechism for
Children.” Rhetoric Society Quarterly 38, no. 4 (October 2008): 408-32.
Homestead, Melissa J. “The Publishing History of Augusta Jane Evans’s Confederate Novel
Macaria: Unwriting Some Lost Cause Myths.” Mississippi Quarterly, the Journal of
Southern Cultures 58, no.3-4 (Summer 2005): 665-702.
Howell, Elmo. “Faulkner and Scott and the Legacy of the Lost Cause.” Georgia Review 26, no.
3 (Fall 1972): 314-25.
Johnson, Calvin H. “‘Impost Begat Convention’: Albany and New York Confront the
Ratification of the Constitution.” Albany Law Review (June, 2017): no pagination.
Accessed March 23, 2020.
http://bi.gale.com.proxy.lib.umich.edu/global/article/GALE%7CA524434102?u=umuser.

124

Landrum, Grace Warren. “Sir Walter Scott and His Literary Rivals in the Old South.” American
Literature 2, no. 3 (November 1930): 256-76.
Maddex, Jack P., Jr. “Pollard’s The Lost Cause Regained: A Mask for Southern
Accommodation.” Journal of Southern History 40, no. 10 (November 1974): 595-612.
McGuirk, Carol. “Jacobite History to National Song: Robert Burns and Carolina Oliphant
(Baroness Nairne).” Eighteenth Century 7, no. 2 (Summer 2006): 253-87.
McNeil, Kenneth. “Inside and Outside the Nation: Highland Violence in Walter Scott’s Tales of
a Grandfather.” Literature and History 8, no. 2 (Fall 1999): 1-17.
McNutt, Ryan K. “‘What’s Left of the Flag’: The Confederate and Jacobite ‘Lost Cause’ Myths
and the Construction of Mythic Identities through Conflict Commemoration.” Journal of
Conflict Archeology 12, no. 3 (2017): 142-62.
Myers, Cayce. “Southern Traitor or American Hero? The Representation of Robert E. Lee in
the Northern Press from 1865 to 1870.” Journalism History 41, no.4 (Winter 2016): 21121.
Nolan, Alan T. “The Anatomy of a Myth.” In The Myth of the Lost Cause and Civil War
History, edited by Gary W. Gallagher and Alan T. Nolan, 11-34. Bloomington: Indiana
University Press, 2000.
Quigley, Paul D. H. “‘That History Is Truly the Life of a Nation’: History and Southern
Nationalism in Antebellum South Carolina.” South Carolina History Magazine 106, no.
1 (January 2005): 7-33.
Rable, George C. “Despair, Hope, and Delusion: The Collapse of Confederate Morale
Reexamined.” In The Collapse of the Confederacy, edited by Mark Grimsley and Brooks
D. Simpson, 129-67. Lincoln: University of Nebraska Press, 2001.
Ramsdell, Charles W. “The Changing Interpretation of the Civil War.” Journal of Southern
History 3, no. 1 (February 1937): 3-27.
Ray, Celeste. “Scottish Heritage, Southern Style.” Southern Cultures 4, no. 2 (January 1998):
28-45.
Rubin, Sarah Anne. “Seventy-six and Sixty-one: Confederates Remember the American
Revolution.” In Where These Memories Grow: History, Memory, and Southern Identity,
edited by W. Fitzhugh Brundage, 85-105. Chapel Hill: University of North Carolina
Press, 2000.
Simpson, Brooks D. “Continuous Hammering and Mere Attrition: Lost Cause Critics and the
Military Reputation of Ulysses. S. Grant.” In The Myth of the Lost Cause and Civil War
History, edited by Gary W. Gallagher and Alan T. Nolan, 147-69. Bloomington: Indiana
University Press, 2000.
Sodergren, Steven E. “‘The Great Weight of Responsibility’: The Struggle over History and
Memory in Confederate Veteran Magazine.” Southern Cultures 19, no. 3 (Fall 2013):
26-45.

125

Starnes, Richard D. “Forever Faithful: The Southern Historical Society and Confederate
Historical Memory.” Southern Cultures 2, no. 2 (Winter 1996): 177-94.
Ucelay-da Cal, Enric. “Lost Causes as a Historical Typology of Reaction: A Spanish
Perspective, from Jacobites to Neofascists and Spanish Republicans.” Journal of
Spanish Cultural Studies 5, no. 2 (January 2004): 145-64.
Van DeBurg, William L. “The Battleground of Historical Memory: Creating Alternative Heroes
in Postbellum America.” Journal of Popular Culture 20, no. 1 (Summer 1986): 49-62.
Waugh, Joan. “Ulysses S. Grant, Historian.” In The Memory of the Civil War in American
Culture, edited by Alice Fahs and Joan Waugh, 14-41. Chapel Hill: University of North
Carolina Press, 2004.
Winship, Michael. “The Greatest Book of Its Kind: A Publishing History of Uncle Tom’s
Cabin.” Proceedings of the American Antiquarian Society 109, no. 2 (October 1999):
309-32.
_____. “The Library of Congress in 1892: Ainsworth Spofford, Houghton, Mifflin and
Company, and Uncle Tom’s Cabin.” Libraries and the Cultural Record 45, no. 1 (Winter
2010): 85-91.

126

